UNITY & STRUGGLE 


no.2 


May 1996 


Workers of all countries, unite! 


Unity & Struggle 


Organ of the International Conference of 
Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organisations 


Unity & Struggle 


Journal of the International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organisations. 
Published in English, Spanish, Turkish and Portuguese 
in the responsibility of the Coordinating Committee of the International Conference. 
Any opinions expressed in this journal belong to the contributors. 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


CONTENTS 


CHILE 
The communist party is a defining factor for a victorious revolution 
Communist Party of Chile (Proletarian Action) 


COLOMBIA 
The world economic crisis and the fall of the dollar 
Communist Party of Colombia (M-L) 


DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 
On the historical necessity of the Marxist-Leninist Communist Party 
Communist Party of Labour of Dominican Republic 


ECUADOR 
Organising the revolution every day and in all fields 
Marxist-Leninist Communist Party of Ecuador 


FRANCE 
Mobilisations against French nuclear colonialism 
Workers’ Communist Party of France 


GERMANY 
Some tendencies of today's imperialism (2) 
Communist Party of Germany (KPD) 


ITALY 
Questions concerning the international communist movement 
Organisation for the Communist Party of the Proletariat of Italy 


MEXICO 
Within the framework of neo-liberalism and the Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) 
Communist Party of Mexico (M-L) 


SPAIN 
Against eclecticism 
Communist Organisation October of Spain 


TURKEY 
Cuba: the support for anti-imperialist resistance 
Revolutionary Communist Party of Turkey (TDKP) 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


CHILE 


The communist party is a defining factor for a victorious revolution 


The ideological struggle between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat and between revolution and 
counterrevolution has always culminated in the highest political organisation of the working class, that is, the 
communist party. 


The establishment of a communist party, organisationally, ideologically, politically, and even the 
development of its armed organisation as a result of fascist-militarist and political oppression, is a 
multi faceted process. 


Imperialism and the forces of reaction utilise all their capacity to prohibit the establishment and development 
of a Marxist-Leninist party which is the leading factor of revolutionary popular struggle. Through external 
ideological attacks, individualism, sectarianism, and most importantly petit bourgeois methods, they promote 
the destruction of unity, the continuation of factions and, most of the time, the jeopardisation of the 
revolutionary features in the ranks. 


From the murder of communist cadres and anticommunist propaganda to the organisations in progressive and 
democratic guises, all kinds of ideological and political methods are being used by the bourgeoisie. Assertions 
like "the period of parties has ended" and "the epoch of social movements has arisen" are being put forward in 
order to prove that close links between the party and the mass organisations cannot be established. However, 
it is with the existence of a party that common revolutionary political aims can be possible. It is only with the 
work and organisation of this party among the masses, and with an original ideology, that is Marxism- 
Leninism, that the struggle for reforms and partial demands can be tied to revolutionary political goals. 


As stated in the "Programmatic Theses" of the Communist Party of Chile, which is aware of the fact that the 
role of the communist ideology of the party, and of the subjective factor is irreplaceable, "the objective 
conditions (social and national exploitation and oppression) create the grounds for a revolutionary change. 
Thus, they are the messengers of revolutionary change and are constantly present. What is most important is 
to improve the subjective factors that come to the present with the accumulation of the past." 


Subjective factors always carry first degree importance since all the victories or defeats of the previous 
struggles have been determined by them. The weakness of these factors cannot be attributed to the non- 
existence or weakness of the objective factors. The weakness of these factors do not represent any false 
predictions in history nor an insufficiency in the revolutionary traditions of our people. 


In the period of the republic, a revolutionary alternative such as overthrowing bourgeois power in the face of 
imperialism and the construction of socialism could not be brought forward in the real sense. The aim was to 
change the system and even to use it in the interest of the people by "gradually seizing capitalist power" 
which is tied to imperialism and by "improving democracy". The leaders of the people did not have the 
perspective of seizing power and accomplishing social revolution. The parliamentarian path and the "peaceful 
transition” methods adopted by the People's Unity constitute a good example of how bitterly the people of 
Chile and the workers' movement paid the bill for this. The ruling classes were unable to tolerate the existence 
of bourgeois democracy which allowed the masses to organise anti-fascist resistance up until the 11th of 
September. This was despite the fact that in that period, the aim was not social and national liberation nor a 
socialist and democratic popular revolution. 


The subjective factor consists of political leadership based on the workers' and popular struggle and on their 
ideas. The collapse of the ex-USSR and the Eastern Bloc does not represent a defeat of socialism or 
communism. On the contrary, our theses suggesting that this collapse took place as a result of distancing from 
these ideas and betraying them, has been proved once again. 


Following the collapse of the ex-USSR and the Eastern Bloc, international reactionary forces and social 
democracy launched an attack against the communist party and its class nature, that is, its organic reflection. 
However, these parties were bureaucratic, liberal and revisionist. Khrushchev paved the way for this process 
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when he announced at the 20th Congress of the CPSU that the Party was not that of the "working class" but of 
the "people as a whole". All the other congresses held after the 22nd Congress, and led by Brejnev and 
Gorbachev, were aimed at changing the characteristics of the party and helped the counterrevolution to 
become victorious. 


If we take the well known Soviet experience as an example we can see that the history of the 
Bolshevik Party is full of experience in regard to the ideological, political and organisational 
struggle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie. It is only in Lenin's and Stalin's time, in the 
years of new power that a struggle was conducted against the bourgeois restoration and against 
opportunist Trotskyst, Bukharinist, nationalist and other bureaucratic, antisocialist elements who had 
the support of the defeated classes and imperialism. 


In the ranks of the proletariat and within the people, there are still errors in regard to the struggle to seize 
power and to establish a new socialist society, while imperialism and internal reactionary forces are 
conducting the fight against the communist party with the clear political aim of destroying it. An ideological 
struggle in regard to the existence and role of the party is the characteristic of the present period, and this 
requires a class-based approach. 


In this period, we must pursue a policy of defending the communist party. Its Marxist-Leninist ideology and 
class nature must be kept alive. Any neglect of strengthening the party as the vanguard of the working class 
and the leading force of the revolution would constitute a significant barrier to the people becoming 
victorious. 


Against the anti-party attempts of the bourgeoisie, what must be brought forward is the understanding of a 
proletarian party whose aim is the political interests of the working class and the people. 


Today, it is time to raise the party higher. The party is the organiser of the revolutionary struggle of the 
masses. This is because the consolidation of the party will be the guarantee for the conscious and organised 
struggle of the working class and the people. 


The struggle for the party will continue up until class struggles and social struggles end. We communists may 
be faced with temporary defeats as well as victories, while leading the working class and the people. 
However, under any circumstances, the party, in terms of perspective, is an unalienable reality for both social 
revolution and a victorious socialism. 


Communist Party of Chile (Proletarian Action) 


Santiago, August 1995 
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COLOMBIA 


The world economic crisis and the fall of the dollar 


An evaluation of the present situation of the economy and recent developments allows us to confirm without 
any doubts the existence, and deepening progression, of the worldwide crisis of capitalism. This is a 
phenomenon simultaneously threatening and hopeful, which the masses feel and are affected by daily, and 
which only renegades, the sceptical and the naive can deny. 


The present crisis is an important historical conjunction. It consists of the deepening of the self-destructive 
elements of bourgeois rule, in the midst of a dangerous tendency towards the breaking of the unity of the 
imperialist market and the creation of political and economic blocs which compete among themselves, with 
the consequent accentuation of inter-imperialist tensions and conflicts and of wars - without, however, us 
being able to predict exactly for the moment the time or specific form of these developments and explosions. 


The present difficult situation of the bourgeoisie in the economic arena coincides with the tendency towards 
the right of political regimes across the world and with the still muted response on the part of the proletariat 
and peoples -a situation, however, which gives indications of changing, through the occurrence of objective 
factors, the deepening of social discontent, and through revolutionary action. 


The former implies that we are entering a period of growing economic and political instability, with ever 
deeper and more frequent crisis which bring with them grave repercussions, above all in the neo-colonial 
countries (as in the resurgence of the external debt crisis in the countries of Latin America). This instability 
will express itself in the coming together of the financial and monetary crisis of the world markets, 
simultaneously affecting the imperialist countries. This will narrow the margin for manoeuvre for the 
bourgeoisie, and will improve conditions for the recovery of the workers’ movement and the beginning of the 
revolutionary crisis. 


Monetary disorders 


The most marked of the characteristics of the present crisis is that it tends to express itself in acute monetary 
disorders which affect international currency markets, and in particular hasten the sinking of the dollar as 
world money. In this monetary and dollar crisis we find concentrated in one financial package the severe 
financial traumas which are afflicting the world. 


We refer to the crisis of the external debt of the neo-colonial countries, the commercial and fiscal failings in 
the more powerful countries, the upheavals in well-established markets, the monetary turbulence in Europe, 
the serious falls profit and even losses in the huge multinationals, especially in Japan, the acute crisis of the 
banks which is shaking Japan, Mexico, Venezuela and Argentina, the ups and downs of the stock exchanges, 
etc. The above factors add up to raised levels of unemployment and inflation - masked by official statistics- as 
well as constant occurrences of cash crises and high interest rates which particularly affect the 
underdeveloped countries. 


We are entering a period of growing political and economic instability. 
The impotence of the IMF 


Key to the present crisis is the upsetting of the imperialist economic order, represented by the degeneration 
and loss of the leadership of the IMF. Up until the ~70s, the IMF functioned as the axis of the global financial 
system and as a bank to put out fires internationally, with the aim of preventing the repetition of the linked 
slumps of the `30s when massive insolvency in various countries caused them to default on their debts and to 
cause the collapse of the banks. 
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Since the financial collapse of 1971, , when president Nixon was obliged to devalue the dollar and neo-liberal 
reforms were initiated, the IMF has begun to lose authority in world financing. These neoliberal reforms, 
timid at the beginning and accelerated from the beginning of the `80s, gave an unaccustomed spur to finance 
capital which, while entering fabulous speculative profits, pushed capitalism into a period of decline in 
industrial profits. Thus the crisis in the productive sectors was accentuated, and enmeshed with the financial 
and monetary crisis. 


A landmark in this direction was the first external debt crisis, begun with the virtual collapse of the Mexican 
debt in 1982, which suspended the world financial system, whose palliative measures only succeeded in 
accentuating the weakening of the economies of the underdeveloped countries, a situation which was 
aggravated by the neo-liberal policies of "rationalisation and austerity", imposed on them by the IMF. 


The second Mexican debt crisis, which occurred at the end of 1994 and has still not ended, left the IMF 
staggering and almost without reserves. The "solution" to this crisis demanded from the IMF the handing over 
of a "gigantic" credit of $17,800 million, as part of the $52,000 million which it cost to "rescue" that 
economy. Since the beginning of the “80s, the IMF has pleaded for an increase in its funds, to enable it to 
attend to the constant and growing financial and monetary crises in the world -but the main world powers are 
unable and do not wish to refinance it. 


This is due basically to three reasons. First, because of lack of capital in countries such as those of the United 
States and England. Second, because that would imply a change in the political and economic hegemony of 
the IMF in the world, in favour of the new financial powers, Japan and Germany, and against the old, the 
United States, England and France. Finally, to increase the credit capacity of the IMF would reduce the room 
for expansion and profits of private financial capital -in particular that of United States and England; a 
tendency strengthened at the moment by neo-liberal policies. 


Because of this, IMF has decided to sell its gold reserves, in a complicated process of international 
privatisation of its funds, linked to the growing need of countries for emergency credit, intensified by the 
enormous hole in the world's finances caused by the Mexican crisis. 


That is to say, the IMF is going to sell off the little that remains of any thing solid belonging to this pillar of 
the "old world order". The once "glorious" IMF is now sclerotic and reviled, as much by the masses against 
whom it was established as merciless executioner, as by the private finance magnates who besiege it, seeking 
to profit from their capital and impose their onerous demands on the world markets without its unwanted 
interference. 


Major inter-imperialist conflicts 


The present crisis demonstrates the inexorable advance towards the intensification of inter-imperialist 
disputes, and the weakening of the apparently iron unity and friendship between the world oligarchies, who in 
fact confront each other with ever more irreconcilable economic interests. These growing inter-imperialist 
fissures threaten to break the fragile consensus which allows the continuation of capital's markets around the 
world. 


Particularly dramatic is the level of confrontation between the United States, Japan and Germany, in spite of 
all efforts to moderate it; because avoidance of political tensions is necessary to the achievement of 
speculative profits on the world market. On the other hand there is the risk of a repetition of the havoc which 
these confrontations may unleash, as happened with the stock-exchange collapses of 1987 and `89, faced with 
virulent verbal conflicts between the leaders of the above mentioned powers, for similar reasons. 


This time, in April 1995, in the face of the complacent and impotent attitude of the American authorities 
towards the coming down of the dollar, the governments of Japan and Europe, and the director of the IMF 
reacted angrily and fiercely blamed the United States for "not having done anything to stop the collapse of its 
currency in the international currency markets". 


10 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


Each party puts arguments in its defence and attacking its rivals. The Europeans and Asians accuse the USA 
of being the cause of the world economic upheavals which are seriously affecting their economies as a 
consequence of the fall of the dollar, and they accuse North America of being lax in its management of the 
economy and of avoiding the monetary and financial leadership which it undertook in the agreements of 
Bretton Woods after the World War Two; furthermore, of not realising the efforts required to reduce its 
enormous commercial and fiscal deficits as well as its colossal indebtedness. They demonstrate with statistics 
that the USA finances through its partners 40 per cent of the said deficits, weakening the dollar and causing 
scarcity of capital in the world market. 


The USA replies that as a percentage of the GNP, it possesses fewer budget deficits than those who accuse it 
of being dissolute; it even demonstrates coefficients of the state debt to be less than stated by its accusers. The 
authorities of the "colossus of the north" will admit only that with regard to its commercial deficit the USA is 
in a worse condition than that of its rivals, as is revealed in the large and chronic deficit in its commercial 
exchange with the rest of the world, which today reaches $150,000 million. 


But the USA blames Japan for this imbalance, allegedly caused by its (Japan's) disloyal commercial practices; 
since, according to the Americans, that country has not liberalised its economy and thereby hinders external 
competition. Moreover, the USA blames its European partners for the "excessive labour regulations" carrying 
with them costs which, in America's opinion, distort the markets and affect the world trade. The USA adds 
that it is untrue that the fiscal component of the large deficit in the USA's balance of payments is the key to 
the weakness of the dollar, and they add as proof that during the Reagan administration, with its enormous 
budget deficits, there were huge rises in the value of the dollar, which also caused protests among the USA's 
rivals and critics. 


They also reject the arguments of their allies, according to which the situation of the dollar is due to the low 
rates of interest in the USA, since, as from last year, the Federal Reserve Bank of the USA has raised the rate 
7 times without having had an effect on the recovery or even a slowing down in the fall of the dollar. They 
argue that any additional rise of interest rates, as demanded by the other powers, would only cause an 
economic recession in the USA which would have negative repercussions on the rest of the world. 


Finally, with regard to the present monetary crisis, the USA adds that what needs to be demonstrated is 
whether what we are dealing with is a low dollar, or, rather, an over-priced yen or mark - due, according to 
the Americans, to Japan's and Germany's own economic problems. In order to sustain this thesis, the USA 
shows that during the last decade the dollar has maintained itself on a level with the price of gold in the 
market, fluctuating in a band between 380-390 dollars per ounce. 


In contrast, there has been an enormous re-valuation of the yen and of the mark in relation to gold. Thus, if in 
1985 an ounce of gold cost 90,000 yen, today it stands at 32,000. Equally, in relation to gold, the German 
mark sells at half of what it did in 1985. And, finally, the American analysts declare that the dollar has 
maintained its parity or has even increased its value in relation to the greater part of the world's currencies. 


The present crisis shows an inexorable advance towards the intensification of inter-imperialist disputes, and 
the weakening of the apparently iron unity and friendship between the world's oligarchies, who confront each 
other with ever more irreconcilable conflicts of interest. 


Given such a complex material base, it is not strange to see a permanent sharpening of social contradictions of 
the epoch, of warlike outbreaks in different parts of the world and of the constant development of the arms 
race, including nuclear arms -all of which makes evident that on the order of the day is the danger of wars on 
a wider scale, even between the world powers who are today adjusting themselves to the world markets. 


Moreover, the present crisis and its developments in the last two decades show clearly that each effort of the 
bourgeoisie to palliate them has done nothing but deepen and widen the coming explosion, since these 
policies are narrowing the bourgeoisie's room 


for manoeuvre and forcibly creating the conditions for an upsurge in the workers' movement. Even more, the 
forms assumed by the present crisis are very similar to those which preceded the great financial collapse of 
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1929, which brought the world to the holocaust of fascism and the Second World War, as well as to great an 
unforgettable struggles by the world proletariat. 


Immediate origins of the present crisis 


The immediate origin of the present crisis dates from the beginning of 1994, when the financial authorities of 
the USA saw themselves obliged to reverse the measures imposed after the two great stock-exchange crises of 
1987 and 1989, and to check the economic recession which was spreading worldwide. The Federal Reserve 
Bank, in order to try to alleviate the disastrous financial situation -(in each one of the above cited crises more 
than a billion and a half dollars were lost)- decided from 1989 to lower to astonishing levels the rates of 
interest. This measure helped the affected American banks and monopolies to recuperate gradual -but at the 
cost of weakening the dollar and reducing the investment of speculative capital into the country. 


Speculative capital, alienated by the low levels of interest in the USA, instead invested massively in Latin 
American countries, which with their liberal financial reforms offered greater rates of interest. Moreover, 
given that the low rates of interest in the USA reduced their burden in financing their external debt, the 
financial orgy was total, allowing fabulous profit-making and ensuring the recuperation of those countries in a 
wave of speculation -which in the cases of Venezuela, Mexico, Argentina and Brazil were described as 
economic "miracles". 


The undoing of this began on 4 February 1994, when the Federal Bank felt obliged to reverse the falling rates 
of interest, and to put into effect seven consecutive increases in those rates, which gave a radical turn to the 
situation. The neo-liberal "economic miracles" went up in smoke, and were transformed into infernos with the 
flight of "names" and speculative capital, native as well as foreign. The first serious case was Venezuela, 
which in 1994 saw its banking system plummet by 50 per cent. 


The flight of capital continued, and at the end of the year in Mexico had become a general stampede, when on 
10 December, the government felt obliged to devalue its currency by 10 per cent, faced with a vertical fall in 
its reserves. The abrupt end of the Mexican orgy also affected the majority of its neighbours, among them 
Argentina, Brazil, Peru, Chile and Colombia, since, taking advantage of the feast, they had accepted huge 
investments of fictitious capital which swelled their stock exchanges. 


The effects on Latin America of the Mexican crisis are still not over. On the one hand, they have forced, up to 
a point, a retreat on the "freeing up" of the rates of exchange and on financial liberalisation, and the 
restoration of some of the financial controls which had been removed, something which is viewed with 
suspicion by the world bank. At the same time, they have re-imposed severe policies of control against the 
working population, in order to increase national savings, measures which are increasing social unrest and 
problems of governability. 


The world economic situation demonstrates inescapably the failure of neo-liberal policies, which were 
supposed to reduce inflation rates, to offer economic stability, and bring about a leap forward in world 
development. In spite of a certain reduction in rates of interest and the following fall in exchange rates of 
interest and the following fall in exchange rates, the reality is that what remains of these "shock tactics" and 
"neo-structuralist" adjustments, shows that these measures are very far from being the wonderful elixir which 
would enable capitalism to recover from its crisis and return to youthful health. 


The present withdrawals from the currency markets have put the world economy in jeopardy, since every 
movement up or down in the USA's rates of interest can unleash a world financial crisis, and plunge the world 
into the nightmare of war and fascist barbarism -although it can also create great possibilities of generalised 
revolutionary situations. 


The significance of the fall of the dollar 


The dollar crisis shows that the forces of the world capitalist markets are becoming increasingly out of 
control, and that their repercussions can destroy entire economies. In the first three months of 1995 alone, the 
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central banks of the three most powerful countries in the world were obliged to invest $30,000 million to try 
to stop the fall of the dollar; an exercise which was not only useless, since the dollar still continued its vertical 
descent, but was also costly, given that in these operations the banks lost $1,200 million. 


One of the main reasons for the impotence of the international monetary authorities resides in the colossal 
volume of share market transactions: more than 2 billion one hundred thousand million dollars daily, or in 
other words, more than double the reserves of all the central banks of the ten world powers. That is to say, the 
reserves of the world banking system, necessary for the fluidity of world markets and accumulated during the 
whole historical period of capitalism, cannot withstand for a single day a frontal collision with the growing 
and erratic fluctuations of private speculative capital. We are facing an unaccustomed development of 
speculative capital which is sharply in contrast with the feeble growth of individual state reserves. 


Beyond its appearances and the chronic weakness of the dollar in the world financial markets, this crisis has 
demonstrated a serious and sharp anaemia in the accumulation of national capital which supports the fragile 
American currency, as a result of the growing breach between the diminishing treasury reserves of the "great" 
power America (around 86,000 million dollars) in comparison with its growing national debt of more than 
$15 billion -that is to say, almost 20 times more. 


In 1994 alone the American debt increased by 160,000 million dollars because of the commercial deficit of 
the USA in relation to other countries, and by another 150, 000 million dollars because of a budget deficit, 
which is financed by the world capital markets. Alongside this fictitious expansion goes an inevitable 
increased indebtedness of the private sector of this country, which inflates by up to 20 times the share value of 
its enterprises in the stock markets and the huge volume of capital represented in the companies' shares. 
Equally there is a growing spiral of fictitious financial offshoots, linked to the markers of raw materials, of 
stocks and shares and innumerable airy forms which attach themselves to finance capital, which is over- 
expanded in all the imperialist powers, especially in the USA The monetarist and arbitrary management of the 
dollar as world currency and of the American debt, which triggered the fabulous financial orgies, allows the 
USA to be the principle expropriator of international surplus value in conjunction with its multinationals and 
private financial tentacles. 


To sum up, the problems caused by the overdose of American dollars, stocks and shares in the world markets 
of capital, not only affect its rivals, but also bring closer the moment when their devastating effects will be felt 
in the economy of "Uncle Sam". 


The theoretical exhaustion of neoliberalism 


The humiliating fall of the previously all-powerful dollar as a world currency allows us to see the sharpening 
degree of inter-imperialist rivalry which, apart from objective conflicts, is linked to the theoretical exhaustion 
of neo-liberalism. The incapacity of the bourgeoisie to analyse the present crisis is well-known, as is its 
evasiveness in putting forward any clear explanations which could identify causes or propose solutions. 


If from the monetarists' point of view the main disruptive element in the economy and the market in general 
has been the problem of inflation -whose fluctuations determine present governmental management of rates of 
interest and the volume of money and credit in circulation- then the present crisis of the dollar has 
demonstrated to society the fallacy of the above "sacred" neo-liberal policy, and the serious limitations of its 
analysis and methods. 


The reason is very simple. Neo-classical theory, on which it is based, leaves on one side the principle 
categories of Marxism -alone objective and scientific- such as production, surplus value, wages, social classes 
and production cycles. That is to say, neo-classical analysis is empirical and unreal, and in moments of sharp 
crisis totally loses its value, independently of the sophisticated economic equations with which it is 
elaborated, the tons of statistics on which it is based, and the powerful computers which process them. 


To sum up, we can say that in monetarist and neoliberal terms -under the so-called concepts of macro and 
micro economy- nothing makes sense and there is no possibility of seriously addressing these economic 
controversies -let alone of finding a solution to the crisis of capitalism. 
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DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 


On the historical necessity of the Marxist-Leninist Communist 
Party 


On the 15th Anniversary of the PCT 


The Communist Party of Labour (Partido Comunista del Trabajo, PCT) was founded in the 
conviction that the working class and the other working people need their own class party in order to 
fulfil their duty of revolution, to seize political power and, after doing so, to realise the social, 
economic and political transformation by which not only their own class but also the whole of 
society will be emancipated. 


Based on the general conclusions of Marxism-Leninism, the founders of the PCT pledged their revolutionary 
and militant dedication to the Dominican working class and other oppressed people. 


Fifteen years later, this idea has remained fresh, and oriented by the conditions of the present, we are working 
in order to transform it in reality with revolutionary enthusiasm. 


The 3rd Conference of our party decided that "to continue with the construction of the Marxist-Leninist Party 
on the basis of the scientific theory of Marxism-Leninism constitutes the principal duty of the Dominican 
communists." (1) 


Of course, we accept that many things have changed in the world and we even recognise the great adversities 
which we communists, and revolutionaries in general, face in the theoretical, ideological and political fields 
as we attempt to work out our ideas and positions in society. 


We even admit that many of our positions have to be developed and explained in the light of the changes 
which, during the last years, have shaken the world. But all that is far from accepting the decline of Marxism- 
Leninism as the science of revolution or of the Communist Party as a historical necessity, which is what the 
propagandists of imperialism tell us. 


After the scandalous collapse of the so-called socialist bloc of Eastern Europe and, more especially, after the 
disintegration of the Soviet Union, and with the developments in science, technology and communications, 
the ideologists of capitalism have found arguments and reasons to back their claim that socialism and 
revolution are dead for all time, and that the capitalist order is eternal. 


In the economics, philosophy and politics of today, theses and all kinds of formulations abound which claim 
that the ideas of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin are defeated for all time. 


But what is the truth of such claims? 


The fundamental thing in Marx' theory is his perspective on the class struggle, the profound analysis in 
Capital of the dynamics whereby some men and women, the owners of the means of production, accumulate 
more and more riches at the price of generalised, increasingly accentuated misery of other men and women 
who, not being owners of such means of production, are forced to sell their labour power in exchange for a 
wage. 


This essential feature - which is an objective fact within capitalism- inevitably results in a differentiation of 
interests and grim struggles between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. 
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In reality, as described by Marx and Engels, the class struggle is not the product of capitalism alone. "The 
history of all hitherto existing societies", they say in The Communist Manifesto, "is the history of class 
struggles.” (Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, The Communist Manifesto). 


Capitalism did not suppress such struggles but, on the contrary, concentrated them on two basic groups and 
made them, at the same time, more acute and incessant. 


In one way or another, the theorists of the bourgeoisie have been obliged to boldly negate or to veil the 
differences and struggles between classes. Almost always, bourgeois sociologists and economists have looked 
for excuses in order to hide the obvious fact that, in the process of capitalist production, a minority gets the 
lion's share of what has been produced by the large majority. 


These efforts of the bourgeois theorists were evident in the 1840s, exactly when, in the period of the so-called 
industrial revolution which implied an unusual rise in the level of productive forces, European countries, 
especially England, reached unprecedented levels of economic development. In the same way that they do 
today, these bourgeois theorists called for the complete liberalisation of the market in order to invade all 
corners of the world with their cheap commodities. As from 1848, there was a rise in industry and an 
extraordinary increase in world trade in those countries. All that permitted the respective bourgeoisies to raise 
the real wages of a minority of the elite of the working class which as a result of such "crumbs" improved 
their social situation to a certain extent. 


The apologists for capitalism of that time made efforts to blur every difference between the classes by 
alleging that the development of capitalism improved the living conditions the working people to such a 
degree that one could no longer speak of differences between them and the owners of capital. 


In the Inaugural Address of the International Workingmen's Association, Marx unmasked this false idea and 
showed that although a privileged stratum of the workers had derived an uncertain benefit through capitalist 

expansion, the difference between rich and poor, between exploiters and exploited had been multiplied many 
times over, as a result of this expansion. 


Marx showed that whilst capitalism could show its enormous potential for development, and the bourgeoisie 
accumulated abundant riches, alongside this reality and bound to it, there appears another brutally clear 
reality: "increasing misery and hunger of the immense majority." During that dizzy epoch of economic 
progress, Marx said: "death by starvation has been elevated to the category of an institution.” (2) 


The fate of the workers and of the majority of the population has never been any different under capitalism, 
and therefore, their struggles for better living conditions and against the capitalist order have been a constant 
factor so that more and more wage earners participate in such actions. More than 700 million workers 
participated in strikes between 1919 and 1939. From the end of the Second World War till the first years of 
the sixties, this rose to more than 150 million people and in the seventies the figure amounted to 400 million. 
All that gives the lie to the claims of the bourgeois propagandists who declare that the class struggle has lost 
its meaning, since the workers have become beneficiaries of the gains of the imperialist monopolies and that 
they are more interested in peace and stability of the system than ever before. 


Today, more than ever before, nominal increases in wages are absorbed by the rise in the prices of 
consumption goods and services for the masses. In addition, they are insignificant in comparison with the 
increases in the productivity of labour which have become possible through the scientific and technical 
revolution and the development of productive forces. 


Computerisation, robotisation, in short modernisation of the productive processes has resulted in a reduction 
in the value of labour power and in a substantial increase in the surplus value that capitalist exploiters extract 
from working people. 


In consequence, it is clear that the objective reasons which lead to class confrontation between the exploited 
and the exploiters remain and are further developing. 
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During the last 10 or 15 years, a series of events and phenomena have taken place which have had an impact 
on the world and have restructured it to a certain extent. The disintegration of the so-called Soviet Bloc and 
the influence of the so-called scientific and technical revolution have created a new situation in certain 
regards. 


The rise of biotechnology, microelectronics, telematics, the innovations in the forms of the organisation of 
production, computerisation and robotisation of the assembly lines, the immediate communication at a 
distance of thousands of kilometres, the global integration of markets, the increase, predominance and 
integration of financial markets, the strategic alliances and fusion of enterprises which, a short time before, 
had been rivals belonging to capitalists of different countries, amongst other processes and situations, appear 
today as elements inspiring the capitalist system. 


They demonstrate the potential for development that capitalism still possesses and they allow its ideologists to 
make propaganda about the end of class struggle and revolution, and the establishment of this social, 
economic and political system as the highest stage human kind may hope for. 


The countries with a high level of economic development, which promoted the progress of the productive 
forces in this period and have taken their profits from it, imposed market economies on the world economy 
and restructured it to the detriment of those countries whose development has been impeded, which are 
situated in the so-called Third World. 


It has accomplished what Marx and Engels established in The German Ideology: "The relations between 
nations depend on the level of development of the productive forces in each." (3) 


For futurologists such as Alvin Toffler, "a new civilisation is emerging in our lives." Of course, in this "new 
civilisation" there is no place for class conflicts since in an economy based on computers with predominance 
of information technology, the exploited worker does not appear because he simply no longer exists. Of 
course, according to Toffler, the exploiter, too, will disappear. 


With respect to Karl Marx, Toffler tells us: "History has played a nasty trick on him" (4) as neither the owners 
of the means of production nor the workers have assumed power in society. According to him this role is 
played by a class which he calls "integrators", people who determine the enterprise's course instead of 
directors and planners. 


According to this bourgeois theorist, the technicians will definitely impose themselves on the workers as well 
as on the proper owners since industrial society is becoming increasingly complex and the owners of the 
enterprises are being squeezed out of the sphere of production and a bureaucracy imposed. "And instead of 
the workers appropriating the means of production in the way Marx predicted it, or of the capitalists 
maintaining the power in the way that the pupils of Adam Smith had desired it, a totally new force has 
emerged, defying both.” (5) 


With this distortion, Toffler and other apologists of the system try to veil the fact that the true power in an 
enterprise is held by its owners who have the economic power. 


The same is valid, although not so directly, for the matters of state as the governments which administer them 
are essentially nothing but a concentrated expression of economic power, independent of the fact that in 
certain circumstances this government may seem to be above classes, including the class of exploiters. In the 
final analysis, its purpose and activities serve to maintain the "status quo”. 


Nowadays it is clear that the big enterprises and monopolist syndicates are the main sources of finance for 
election campaigns with the aim of selecting the central authorities and the members of parliament. What is 
more, a characteristic fact of the last years is the disposition of the capitalist class to have themselves 
represented within the state directly. In more and more countries, professional politicians are giving way to 
technical entrepreneurs in public affairs. 


16 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


The "third wave" is a metaphor with which Toffler and others characterise the great changes in science and 
technology and their impact on communications and production. Undoubtedly, they create new circumstances 
which no reasonable person can deny. Work is reorganised, a new type of wage earner is created, the 
international division of labour, too, is modified. As can already be seen, an economy is established whose 
main axes are services. All this necessarily has repercussions for the general culture and individual and 
collective consciousness. 


But there is no reason to think that the "new" economy being constructed in the world will end the 
exploitation of man by man and thus class differences. The economy of the so-called third wave is capitalist 
and based on the appropriation of surplus value by the capitalist entrepreneur, though this surplus value may 
today be more veiled than before. 


The computer revolution and the dominance of information technology in the productive process has given 
rise to the transition from the economy with a higher component of physical force from the wage worker to 
the so-called "intelligent economy" where computers and robots replace a large number of persons. At first 
sight, it may seem that here the exploited and the creators of surplus value are the computers and robots, and 
that class struggle is out of the question. 


But the fact is that man is the subject of knowledge. The human being is the principal component of the 
productive forces, through his capacity for making material things and of always generating new knowledge 
by which society in general and production in particular progress in future. Man, who in his origins developed 
with the production of agricultural tools, has after thousands of years reached the moon, explored space and 
the microcosmos and brought nature under his control to a large extent. 


Man has been at the centre of all social, political and scientific revolutions and will continue to be so in 
future. 


With the gradual automation of production, man stops making manual things and moves on to other functions 
such as software creator, computer programmer, system technician, engineer and technologist in constructing 
machines etc. This is a new type of wage earner who indeed sells his skills, in this case his knowledge, at a 
better price, nevertheless he does not stop being exploited. 


For some bourgeois theorists, the scientific and technical revolution has eliminated the proletariat and, at the 
same time, elevated society to a stage of post-capitalism. According to them, "knowledge is today more 
essential than capital or manpower". They argue that knowledge is "the refuge of excellence for the wealth of 
nations” and thus this change "will create a new dynamic in society and in the economy, and a new policy." 
(6) This is said to result in modern society becoming "post-capitalist”, that is, the dialectical negation of 
capitalism. 


At root, there is the view of the North American philosopher Francis Fukuyama, who alleges that the current 
social, economic and political order is the highest stage of development and of cohabitation mankind could 
ever reach. Socialism as the dialectical negation of capitalism is denied as this place is occupied by post- 
capitalism, a society in which, as has been shown, knowledge determines all. 


However, this is a knowledge at the margin of man, neither being an attribute of man nor of the historic-social 
relations in which it has been developed. A knowledge, furthermore, which has no links to capital. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. 

The "cognotariat”, the substitute for the proletariat, in the "post-modern", "post-capitalist", "knowledge" 
society, or whatever one wishes to call it, is, according to these theorists, neither bourgeois nor exploited. Of 
course, in this conception the distribution of the results of the productive process does not arise, because, on 
this point, there is no room for either speculation or tricks of any type. The money generated from knowledge 
unquestionably belongs to precisely those who are able to finance not only the scientific research and 
discoveries but also the laboratories and the machines through which such inventions become concrete within 
the production process. 


17 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


In the Communist Manifesto, Marx and Engels wrote: "The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly 
revolutionising the instruments of production, and thereby the relations of production, and with them the 
whole relations of society.” (7) 


From a Marxist perspective, the entire process through which the bourgeoisie has continuously developed the 
productive forces to the colossal levels of the present time itself leads not only to a quantitative and 
qualitative increase in the working class but also to the exacerbation of the levels of exploitation. This also 
involves proletarianisation of the middle strata of the population which cannot survive the competition of 
capital, and become bankrupt and are forced to sell their labour power. 


These are the objective facts, which apply not only in developed countries but also in other countries such as 
the Dominican Republic. 


Objective, too, is the tendency, also predicted by Marx and Engels, whereby the incessant increase in the level 
of the productive forces, at a certain moment, will rebel against the relations of production and social relations 
in which the increase has been produced. There has never before been a situation in which men and women's 
productive capacity reached such a high level within the framework of such narrow relations of production as 
those of the capitalist society. 


Within rather closed circles, the bourgeoisie can make propaganda about the discoveries of recent times, 
about the marvels created in the field of communication and its capacity to produce goods and services. 


But the capitalists will not be able to explain, without unmasking themselves, how such a high productive 
capacity can exist in alongside an enormous and increasingly high level of poverty all over this planet; how, 
in the very countries where the development of the productive forces is the highest, 7 out of every 1,000 live 
births must die; how it is possible that, in the world, there are 200 million children below the age of five who 
live in conditions of complete malnutrition and 100 million children and youth whose "homes" are the streets 
of the metropolitan centres. 


Nor will they be able to explain how it is that 1,300 million people live in absolute poverty, 800 million are 
without any employment, 2,000 million have no access to drinking water, and 100 million are illiterate. (8) 


The reasons for these problems lie in the unjust nature of the capitalist system itself. They form the objective 
components of the crisis of that system which leads to the struggle of the popular masses demanding 
substantial improvements in living conditions. Although they do not question the bases of capitalism, these 
struggles form a part of the general class struggle taking place on an increasingly large scale and with greater 
frequency in almost every country. 


Having resisted the ideological offensive and the escalation of anti-communist propaganda after Perestroika 
and its disastrous effects in the European countries, our Marxist-Leninist parties and organisations are making 
efforts to co-ordinate with one another, to participate in a resolute manner and to grow in the actions of the 
workers and other sectors of the people in order to develop a revolutionary perspective. 


In our opinion, the difficulties and confusions which the international revolutionary movement has been 
confronted with after the so-called "events of the East" have reached the bottom, and at present there is a 
period of recuperation and realignment of revolutionary ideas and proposals. 


As stated in the Communist Proclamation to the Workers and Peoples, approved at the International 
Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organisations in Ecuador in 1994: "Again we have come up in all 
continents. We communists experience a renaissance in each workers’ strike, in each mass mobilisation, in 
each struggle of the working class and of the peoples for liberty and democracy, in each youth rebellion, in 
the cells of guerrilla fighters ... we unite, we draw lessons from the events and continue to move forward." (9) 


The situation for the capitalists is not as good as their servants would suggest. In each country or centre of 
economic power, the increasing economic and social problems accumulate, step by step creating political 
difficulties, and popular protests are growing. 
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Tensions are developing between the main countries of the regional economic blocs, threatening the closure of 
markets for goods and services coming from other countries as well as protectionist measures to defend the 
products of their own country, which often give rise to conflicts between one another in order to protect their 
own interests, in flagrant violation of the clauses and dispositions recently adopted around the so-called Uruguay 
Round Table which were approved by the notorious GATT. 


Although globalisation and the integration of markets have progressed sufficiently, it is certain that serious 
problems persist without being resolved, both within each specific bloc and the world economy as a whole. 


We are confronted with an objective situation in which the peoples’ struggles may develop 
incessantly. In such struggles, Marxist-Leninist parties and organisations have to grow. Uniting 


revolutionary ideas with the masses becomes the imperative of the current period. 


The PCT has decided to get started on facing up to this responsibility with new inspiration, and to this end, it 
is stressing the decision of the 9th National Conference of Activists which invited all of our men and women 
to support the resolute struggle of the masses by making a programmatic political and transcendent social 
contribution, to resolutely oppose the government and to participate in the struggle, remaining close to the 


people at all time and in all circumstances. 


Manuel Salazar 
Footnotes: 


(1) On The General Lines of the Global Strategic Plan, approved at the 3rd Conference. 

(2) Karl Marx, Inaugural Address of the International Workingmen's Association. 

(3) Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, The German Ideology. 

(4) Alvin Toffler, The Change of Power, Barcelona 1992. 

(5) Alvin Toffler, The Third Wave, Barcelona 1992. 

(6) Peter E Drucker, "The Rise of the Knowledge Society” in the periodical FACETAS No. 104, 2194 

(7) Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, 1.c. 

(8) Report of the United Nations Organisation (UNO) and the World Health Organisation (WHO) to the Summit Meeting 
on Social Development in Denmark in March 1995 

(9) Unity & Struggle, periodical of the International Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organisations, No. 1, 
1995 
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ECUADOR 


ORGANISING THE REVOLUTION EVERY DAY AND IN 
ALL FIELDS 


The social revolution of the proletariat is a process, it demands the education, organisation and 
mobilisation of millions of integrated beings of the popular masses; the popular unit, the 
revolutionary combat, the agreements and commitments; the utilisation of the revolutionary 
violence, the organisation of the popular army forces. the assault to the power; the construction and 
maintenance of the popular power. All this process is inspired, driven by the revolutionary party of 
the proletariat. 


"The revolution does not become, it is organised", said Lenin. The historic experience, the 
triumphant revolutions and the processes in progress demonstrate authentically. The organisation of 
the revolution implicates a theoretical work. of elaboration; and, a political permanent action, a 
practice. 


The political line, the strategy of the revolution; the elaboration of a political project to medium term 
and the subordination to him of all the actions and tasks; the insert in the political life of the country 
with revolutionary positions, proletarian, the action of the working class and the other popular 
masses; the construction of the party and the own strengths are between another the principal tasks 
of the party. 


Participating actively in the national politics, we involve in all the social and political events, express 
our opinion and give concrete answers, valid for the juncture, but that they keep in mind the central 
objectives of the conquest of the popular power; give attention to the tasks of strategic character, 
supporting us in the several tactics and daily tasks are inevitable responsibilities of the Communist 
Party Marxist-Leninist. 


We come sustaining that the communist militant test every day in the execution of the partisan 
activities, in correspondence, the quality of the party, their nature of class, the struggle for their 
strategic objectives is a daily option, expressed in the great task of organising the revolution, of 
making it every day and in all the fields. 


Our party makes an effort to complete these discharges responsibilities, in that process the XIth 
Plenary Session of the CC celebrated in June of the present year took the following resolutions: 


The sharpening of the crisis is a constant, it gives up in all the spheres and levels, their principal 
tendency is to make worse, to make more hard and painful the life of the working masses. The 
project of the imperialism and of the creole bourgeoisie of imposing completely the neoliberalism it 
is failing. The fight and the resistance of the people, the inter bourgeois contradictions have impeded 
their integral application. Toil them of the government and of the right that he is outside of by 
making reality that project they continue. Each measurement that they take will aggravate the crisis 
and or else they adopt no "corrective", the crisis will aggravate also. That is the expression of the 
validity of the unsolvable contradictions of capitalism, of the general crisis, of the impossibility of 
resolving it. 


The working masses have fought, they are combating for their interests and aspirations, in defence of 
their rights, for life, for liberty, for the sovereignty and the national independence. In this period the 
struggle of the masses has gone in ascent and their elevation is going to continue, we soon, swiftly 
will attend a new peak of the struggle of the people, to a flow of the revolutionary fight. 
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The communists should work by playing a principal role in this process, by taking on our paper: 
driving the current crisis toward a revolutionary crisis on the way the conquest of the power. 


In this situation our central tasks are: 


- Impel a great ideological offensive that means diffuse the current and mediate purposes of the 
party, the thesis of the change, through all the means of the revolution, the utilisation of the 
revolutionary violence of the masses. the objective of the popular power and the socialism. 


The discourse, the conversation, the meeting, the pamphlet, the flying leaf, the paintings (the party 
should recuperate the walls for their propaganda), the newspaper "En Marcha", the magazine 
"Politica", "Unity & Struggle", they should be utilised with initiative and pofusion. The voice, the 
flags, the symbols of the party should become agitated in all the struggles, defend in the peal of the 
revolutionary combat. 


The ideological and political combat and in all the fields to the revisionism and it to the opportunism 
is an inescapable task that we should impel. 


The ideological cleaning, politics and organic fortify the nature of class of the Party. 


For these acts and reasons are also white of the reaction and the anti communism, of the action of 
provocation, of amusement and of repression of the apparatuses of espionage of the imperialism, of 
the government and of the Army Forces. 


The party and their politics are object of a ferocious offensive anti communist that we are called of 
nihilists, of extremists, of uncompromising, of being against everything and do not give alternating, 
of "contreras", of being about and utilise to the masses with political and subversive goals. It takes 
the responsibility to the party and their strengths of all the actions of protest of the people, of 
anarchy, etc. They become efforts by being located us outside of the time and of the space, of the 
history, by removing it reason to the revolution and to the socialism. 


The purpose of these politics is isolate the party of the masses, remove it sustain to our proposals. 


Simultaneously we are object of surveillance, of provocations and persecutions. In these aspects they 
are aimed of principal manner to the direction of the party. We should maintain the revolutionary 
surveillance raised, preserve our strengths in order to utilise them in all the conditions. 


We also supported an offensive of the opportunism and the revisionism, of the traitors that we 
expelled of the party and the work undermine how many that they stayed camouflaged of some and 
they have been showed. All the opportunists, the different revisionist groups, the traitors that we 
expelled in diverse opportunities are being united in a "sacred alliance" against the party. In this 
lapse we showed and we are combating the action anti-party, of character opportunist and anti 
communist of a little group of traitors that camouflaged in our lines when we expel to Moreno, 
Reyes and their group. With their buried activities initially and then open they pretended divide to 
the party, tunnel their authority between the masses, discredit. They have smashed unity of the party 
with the ferrous, with their ideological strength, politics and organic. The same as all the traitors will 
go to the garbage man of the history. 


Our practice reaffirms the Marxist-Leninist convictions, the historic reason of the party, the 
execution of the revolutionary responsibilities and the strength that constructing. We will advance 
for on the offensive of the imperialism and the reaction, for on the work of the opportunism and the 
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revisionism, for on the traitors. The history could not be stopped. The right and the opportunism will 
fail. 


We in this process liberated a new battle against the traitors, they are been showed and the party will 
be implacable with them. 


It is not the moment of definitions, we, the party and the Central Committee, each communist 
defined their quality when they entered to the party and they affirmed their convictions in the social 
practice every day. Now, when we culminated another phase of the cleaning of the party, when we 
decided the explusion for unanimity and with great revolutionary anger, of the traitors Rafael 
Echeverria, Felix Benavides, members of the CC, of Max Gonzalez, Milton Andrade and Cesar 
Leon, militants of the Provincial Committee of Loja, we reaffirmed our revolutionary positions, 
communist, we give a new and more tall contribution to the construction of the revolutionary party 
of the proletariat, to the process of accumulation of strengths, to the present and to the future of the 
working class and the people of Ecuador. 


The political struggle, the point of view, the voice the own of the Party and their strengths in all the 
social and political events of the country should express, diffuse and be converted in action of the 
masses, in struggle, in confronting with the bourgeoisie and in projection to the conquest of the 
power. The political struggle should give up every day, in lathe of all the problems, it so complete 
their role in the process of accumulation of strengths; so that it does not break away of the strategic 
objectives it should put the aim in the power, it should add, develop the strengths of the revolution: 
the revolutionary movement of masses, the unity of the people and the revolutionaries, the 
construction of the party and of the own strengths. 


The anti-imperialist struggle should be developed in all the actions of the masses, in all the 
activities of the Party, through the accusation and of the direct combat. 


We should take on and complete our responsibilities reference of the Vth Anti-imperialist Meeting 
and of the International Youth Camp. 


The revolutionaries are standard bearers of the struggle of the masses for their rights and 
aspirations, we have to be present in all the places and moments where the masses express their 
dissatisfaction, their struggle, contribute to their organisation and education, direct their combats for 
their demands inclusive. The adds of small works it will allow us to advance and give battles more 
and more tall. 


The political orientations of the party with regard to the task of impelling the struggle of the masses 
keeping in mind the most important elements that interests in to the people and the nation that they 
express the current situation and they could fall to the strategic objectives of the fight for the popular 
power, they are manifested in: 


The defence of the national sovereignty. The opposition to the imperialistic looting and the 
defence of the natural resources and the national self determination, the negotiated solution of the 
territorial conflict, securing the sovereign exit to the Amazonas River and the statement of that the 
definitive solution will be possible with the negotiation of people to people, when in Peru and 
Ecuador governs the people and not the oligarchies and imperialism. 


- Defence of life: Opposition to the neoliberal project, to the privatisations, to the amplification of 
the labour journey to 48 hours, to the boosts of the fuels, of the passages and of the rates of the 
public services, water, light, telephones; for the boost of salaries and pays, for the health, for the 
social well-being, for the education and the material progress. 
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- Defence of social security: Opposition to the privatisation of the "IESS" (Social Security 
Institute), to the parallel safety. Rearrangement of the social security so that they direct the affiliates 
and their benefits be efficient and are enlarged all the population. 


-Defence of liberty: Opposition to all the regressive legislation that violate the rights of organisation 
and strike of the workers and the people, that it affirms and capacities the powers of the executive, 
that it eliminates the fiscal, lay and gratuitous character of the education in all the levels. Opposition 
to the constitutionals reforms anti national and anti popular, that it has the nature of anti-reformist, 
opposition to that they are resolved in the Congress and the demand to that they are argued and they 
resolve via popular consultation. 


- Defence of laicism: It consistently struggle by affirming the lay character of the State and the 
institutions, the fiscal and lay nature of the education. Ideological struggle against the fundamentalist 
pretenses of the dome of the church and of the political reaction. 


These axes is synthesised in the general watchword of the struggle in defence of the national 
sovereignty, of the life, liberty and laicism. 


The Alternative Front expressed now and it will make the central politics of the party for a time. It 
has been about a social instance and politics that it compose to the social organisations of popular 
character, to the parties and political democratic organisations, of left and revolutionary, to the 
masses without organisation that want and they struggle for the change, to the democratic and 
patriotic personalities, to social popular sectors that have come voting for the centre and the 
populism. It is an anticrisis Front that surges in order to confront the next election of 1996, but that it 
should transcend in the struggle for the change. 


The construction of the Alternative Front demands their promotion to all the levels and through all 
the resources and possibilities. Specially should undertake: 


- The rendition of counts of the popular representatives, of the leaders of the organisations of masses, 
of the sponsors of the institutions, etc. it is tried to go to where the masses are, to their place of work, 
of activity and of housing. The rendition of counts should have the social sectors like objective 
where we worked, but also all people, the public opinion. 


-Promote the debate and the consultation with the masses. The party, their strengths, their friends 
and militant owe originate the discussion, the debate of the bases, request the opinion, propitiate that 
the masses play a principal role in the taking of decisions, that takes on responsibilities in the tasks 
and processes. We at the present time should take the initiative and carry programmatic proposals. 


- Impel the vindication and political struggle of the masses, put us to the head of their organisation 
and development, give the face, make the proposal, have the initiative. The slogan of struggle with 
proposal is the key in order to advance and earn to the masses for the revolutionary ideas. 


- Generate the political organisation of the masses, advance of the social organisation to the political 
instances via group of candidates to members of the party, the brigades, the nucleus of the JRE, the 
electoral committee, the self defence, etc. 


The popular opposition is the struggle of the masses in opposition to the anti popular and anti 
national policy of the government bourgeois reactionary of Sixto and Dahik, pound in all the places 
and by the party of all the social popular sectors; in the streets and the squares, in the bourgeois 
parliament; by the party of the working class and the peasant; by the party of the youth and the 
districts; of the teachers and the democratic intellectual; it has the purpose of showing to the 
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government in their politics, of resisting to the neoliberal project and impede its application, of 
combating the repression. It should go to promote our politics, the organisations and own strengths 
of the revolution, to the comrades and companions. 


The popular opposition has like objective the politics of the dominant classes, to the bosses and 
representatives of the imperialism and the bourgeoisie, of central manner to the bourgeoisie of turn, 
the one which is in the government; but it also goes against the bourgeois opposition. It exposes it 
and it combats it. 


The popular opposition should frame the fight of the people for their interests, for their political 
objectives. 
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FRANCE 


Mobilisations against French nuclear colonialism 


With his decision presented in a neo-Gaullian style, to take up anew the nuclear tests in Moruroa, a 
Polynesian island, Chirac, the new elected French president, was undoubtedly unaware of the 
amplitude of protests that would arise both in France and abroad. It could even be said that these 
have surpassed in intensity the rage that followed the plastic bombing of one of Greenpeace boats in 
Auckland on the 13th July 1985. This bomb attack, a true act of terrorism perpetrated by the French 
State secret services, ended up in the sinking of the "admiral" Greenpeace ship and the death of a 
Portuguese photograph reporter. The ecological organisation was intending to get to Moruroa to 
prevent imminent nuclear tests. Mitterrand had given his agreement to an operation which resulted in 
a complete political fiasco: the socialist Defence Minister had to resign, and the chief of the secret 
services (SDECE) who set up the whole performance has been fired for the job done. As for the two 
French agents arrested by the New Zealander police, they were objects of laborious dealings, amid 
economical pressure and the payment of a large ransom. Many years had to pass before the relations 
between New Zealand and France returned back to their quasi standard course, at least at the level of 
state relations. In 1988, however, the inhabitants of that region were to be given a new 
demonstration of the reactionary and colonialist nature of French policy in the Pacific zone, namely 
the bloody repression against the upsurge of the Kanak peoples who rose up courageously to gain 
their national rights. While Chirac was holding the function of Prime Minister during the first 
"cohabitation" period (1), colonial barbarity fully revealed itself in the massacres of Ouveais cavern 
where 23 Kanaks were killed. 


Since the announcement of the end of nuclear test moratoria, the denunciation of French nuclear colonialism 
has expanded in spite of the efforts spread out by the authorities to convince the peoples of the validity of 
their decision and of the lack of danger concerning radioactive contamination. Generals declared that they 
were ready to dive in the waters of the lagoon after nuclear explosion, specialists have been invited to 
measure radioactivity rates; under the slogan of "transparency", everyone swears to God that this will be the 
last nuclear firing campaign and that immediately afterwards "France will undersign the treaty of complete 
prohibition of nuclear testing". The so-called weaponless nature of the tests is a lie. Mainly because average 
and long term risks are here in play, as radioactivity is a matter of long term consequences. Indeed, 
considerable amounts of highly radioactive rocks and gases are produced each time an underground explosion 
takes place. The danger linked to the diffusion of such a kind of thing, and in the end of radioactive pollution, 
is as much effective than the stability of the rock plints in which the tests are undergone is not securely 
guaranteed. French imperialism has always refused that independent, steady and profound studies about 
radioactivity questions to be realised in its Pacific colonies. The demands for definitive stopping of nuclear 
tests expressed by the peoples living in the area of Moruroa are all the more legitimate as those which take the 
decisions are living some 20,000 kilometres away. 


If some governments display sensitiveness towards the "guarantees" given by the French authorities, it is not 
the case for the peoples living around Moruroa, even more particularly the youth, who have no trust in them. 
Street demonstrations, appeals, boycott of French goods, actions of sabotage against symbolic targets, are 
developing more and more, as we get closer to the "firing dot" which is planned to come about around the 
beginning of September. In France itself the contests are emerging in different forms which involve very large 
strata of the population. Whereas the meanest question is subject to an express public inquiry, several weeks 
have been here necessary for the mass media to come out finally with the publishing of opinion survey results. 
They show more than 60% of "unfavourable views" against the set back of nuclear testing. A large scale 
disinformation is practised; actions of protest in France are systematically and utmostly minimized, further, 
they are plainly hidden. Every thing is done to give the impression that opposition to nuclear tests exists only 
in foreign countries, that this opposition is being manipulated; all of this for the sole goal to promote 
chauvinistic reflexes. It does not work. Besides, the boycotting of French goods by the peoples living in the 
Pacific countries, but also in Europe, is extensively felt by the French people as a legitimate reaction of "self 
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defence". One could compare this type of action to the last massive boycott against the gas stations owned by 
the oil monopoly, Shell. This latter mass operation had obliged Shell to abandon its plan of damping a giant 
platform in the North Sea. It reminds us of another very popular boycott event, against the "outspan"” oranges 
imported from South Africa in the last years of Apartheid. 


In short, the political effects of such a decision are already negative for Chirac and his team. 


Hence, the following questions arise: what are the prevailing reasons and interests that compel Chirac to take 
this kind of decision, with all its consequences? 


The reference to the Gaullian policy 


Those who still have longings for De Gaulle welcomed this decision as a return to a superpower military 
policy. As the spokesman of a weakened imperialism after World War 11, De Gaulle wanted the atomic 
bomb. According to his own expression, he wanted France to "sit down at the table of the superpowers". It 
was also necessary to assert the domination of the metropolis over a huge colonial empire, which was, at that 
time, threatened both by peoples’ struggles and by the ambitions of other countries, particularly of American 
imperialism. It is of no extraordinary coincidence if all the French nuclear experiments have taken place in the 
colonised territories. Algerian Sahara had been the first test field with 17 atmospheric tests up to 1966, then 
and until 1974, 41 open-air tests were realised in Polynesia, and finally, up to 1992, year of the moratoria 
decided by Mitterrand, 134 underground tests passed through. 


The military and political doctrine that expressed this will has been called "the nuclear dissuasion" also called 
"the striking force”. It has been presented as an expression of a policy of independence towards the two blocs. 
French imperialism drew out of it an important argument in favour of an active policy of exporting any type 
of weapons arguing the fact that these weapons would ensure to their buyers a certain independence towards 
the two superpowers. 


In Europe itself, the nuclear weapon being forbidden to Germany, French imperialism enjoyed a political and 
diplomatic advantage because of its possessing of the nuclear weapon. Presented as a symbol of 
independence, French nuclear armament was in fact closely dependent of American imperialism. As a matter 
of fact, the Gaullist concept of nuclear dissuasion is a copy on the American imperialist concept. It relies on 
the idea that the threat of the "nuclear fire", launched by French authorities in case of a foreign military attack 
against national soil or colonies, was sufficiently powerful, both because of its destructive strength and the 
choice of the targets, that none of the aggressors will ever try to provoke it. The enemy was clearly pointed 
out: the USSR and the member countries of the Warsaw Pact. Soviet big cities were the targets. In other 
words, hundreds of thousands of people were permanently kept under hostages conditions. The French 
doctrine, du faible au fort (read from the weak to the strong), has evolved. Indeed, this tout ou rien (read all or 
nothing) principle evolved towards a doctrine that included an "ultimate warning", involving "tactical" 
nuclear missiles less powerful. These were supposed to be launched just before strategic missiles. This new 
conception of dissuasion was a variant of NATO's "graduated response”. 


The help from American imperialism had been essential in the setting of the French atomic bomb. It 
continued, though discreetly, even after De Gaulle's decision to leave NATO's command, in 1966. The 
disproportion in existing weapons stocks, the technological dependency on the US and on their military 
instrument in Europe, namely NATO, particularly in fundamental fields as information, radar surveillance, 
techniques of miniaturisation, transmissions, etc., constitute the concrete elements proving that the French 
"striking force" was widely tributary to NATO’s military mechanism. Of course, only the President, 
commander in chief of the weaponries, has the final responsibility in the decision of launching the nuclear 
fire. However, the credibility of French nuclear dissuasion derived of its dependence of the American nuclear 
"umbrella". 
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About nuclear weapons 


The imperialist possessors of the nuclear weapon have presented it as the "absolute" weapon because 
of the fundamental changes it supposedly introduced in war. The proper conditions of its first use by 
American imperialism, on August 6th and 9th in 1945 against civilian populations in Nagasaki and 
Hiroshima, gave to the term of "weapon of massive destruction" a terrible concrete meaning. 
Hundreds of thousands of people died instantly, while thousands of survivors were deadly irradiated. 
The nuclear shelling of Japan had, as it is more and more admitted at present, no military 
justification and was mainly carried out by the American leaders as a life size test for their new 
weapon. Through the nuclear weapon, they were convinced of their lasting and absolute military 
supremacy, which was going to enable them to dictate their own interests over the whole world. 


The socialist state, namely the USSR, has acquired the same type of weapon to counterbalance the nuclear 
threat that US imperialism and its allies made exert against the USSR and the other countries "of people's 
democracy", but also, and more generally against the peoples struggling against imperialist domination. When 
the revisionist leaders took over power in the USSR, they found themselves at the head of a nuclear power 
which allowed them to challenge US imperialism. 


For more than thirty years, the two imperialist superpowers fought one against the other in every field for 
world domination. They imposed their dictate through a permanent nuclear blackmail while accumulating 
considerable stocks of weapons. In a first time, competition concerned the strength of nuclear charges and 
their destructive "efficiency". Since the effects of an atomic bomb explosion are practically irremediable 
(blow action, heat activity causing gigantic fires, irradiations...), and as both superpowers had widely enough 
quantities of nuclear heads in hand, their efforts concentrated in improving shooting proficiency (better 
accuracy in guided missile precision, better control of nuclear blow at high or low altitude...) and in 
techniques of missile interception (densification of radar surveillance and control, building of anti-missile 
missiles...). The sophistication brought about in these different fields followed each other so rapidly that some 
of the vectors such as long-range bombardiers were soon surpassed even before they had the chance to be 
mass produced. Still, the announced bombardiers were made, for they signified profitable contracts for the 
monopoles. (In France the most blatant illustration of this is the "Mirage IV" squadrons which were actually 
surpassed but still operative. They continue to secure profits for Dassault, be it only through maintenance). 
This weapon's race ended up, during Reagan's period, in IDS project (programme) (known as "star wars" or 
"nuclear shield"). An immense cosmic project in which electronic and computer companies take the lion's 
share. The development of nuclear weapon is itself closely linked to the progress in electronics, computer and 
telecommunications industry. The monopolists that overrule these sectors have become the modern "weapon 
magnates". Their technology and their products invade not only the sphere of armament but all the economy 
as a whole. Financed by the States, the nuclear market, both civilian and military, provides them with lofty 
and guaranteed profits even in a period of crisis. 


The big imperialist powers which possess the nuclear weapon have turned it into a mythical weapon to 
terrorise the peoples and exert their world domination. Nevertheless, the nuclear weapon is but an instrument 
among others serving their imperialist domination. For this matter, it is worth quoting Engels’ ideas expressed 
in his Anti-Duhring: "Violence is not a mere act of volition but demands for its putting in practice very 
concrete previous conditions, especially instruments where the most developed wins over the less developed; 
further, these instruments have to be produced, that means also that the producer of instruments of violence 
more perfect, let say the weapons, will win over the producer of the less developed. In a word, the victory of 
the violence relies on the production of weapons which relies on the production in general, thus on the 
economical power, on the state reached by economy, on the material means available for exerting violence". 
In other words, in the field of weapons and weapon production, the same laws and the same contradictions 
inherent to capitalism act ruthlessly, particularly those of frantic competition and of unequal growth. The 
imperialist powers have been watchful on safeguarding their monopoly over this technology. They even 
undersigned an international treaty aimed to secure that monopoly, as for example, the treaty of non- 
proliferation. Nonetheless, their rivalry and the weapons race lead them to disseminate nuclear weapons in 
"allied countries" and to sell at high price equipments and instruments for the manufacturing of the bomb. 
Every nuclear power plant that produces electricity gives birth to plutonium which, after undergoing an 
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appropriate treatment, can serve military purposes. American, French and German imperialists helped Israil, 
Pakistan and South Africa, in the time of apartheid (3), to possess nuclear weapons. The USSR acted the same 
way with other countries. In other words, the proliferation of nuclear weapons, about which they complain, is 
the result of their own policy. Things have got to the point where the nuclear club is less and less confined. 
Besides the five nuclear powers (China, the USA, United Kingdom, Russia and France) we have now India, 
Israil and Pakistan in the file. Let us also point out South and North Korea, Irak and Iran, as many countries 
suspected to own nuclear weapons. As for Gemany and Japan, they are equipped with such abundant nuclear 
fuels and all technical means so that they can rapidly become possessors of the nuclear weapon. 


This is the expression of the new worldwide and chaotic balance of power. It is the result of the unequal 
growth under the capitalist system, and particularly since the fall of the Soviet Union and of its spheres of 
influence. It is the expression of the division of spheres of influence, which is operating today amongst the 
nuclear powers. A division in which new runners hurry up for their share. The Gulf war was its first outward 
sign; it keeps on today in Ex-Yugoslavia, in the Balkans, etc. 


Chirac's decision to proceed to a series of nuclear tests with the goal of acceding to laser techniques of 
simulation must be fully identified with this context. Namely, that the aim is the perfecting of nuclear 
weapons and not giving them up. Arguing about the technical validity of nuclear tests is not the question. 
Although they did have nothing to criticise about the nuclear tests as long as Mitterrand was at the head of the 
State, the reformists, behind the Socialist Party, centre their criticism on this level. When Mitterrand decided 
the suspension of nuclear tests on April 12th, 1992, the latest President, with his high sense of political tactics 
could assert that his successor would not be able to go back over the decision. He was conscious of the little 
risks for himself since he was performing the end of his mandate. Actually, behind the decree of the 
moratoria, he was just keeping up with the American and Russian leaders drawing the first consequences of 
the new worldwide political and military situation. It was that of the death of Warsaw Pact and the 
diminishing at short time of the threat of a military and nuclear confrontation with the East. But this did not 
mean, in his mind, to abandon nuclear armament. Moreover, he had himself underlined the fact that it was 
necessary to accelerate investigations about nuclear simulation and carry out deep modifications of the armed 
forces, and thus participate in the new international deal. The governing team led by Balladur, Mitterrand's 
Prime Minister during his last period of "cohabitation", carried out the elaboration of "project for the future 
defence policy" (4), which remains the essential reference to the political and military conception of French 
imperialism. But if this document avoids taking a stand on the question of the reinitiating of nuclear tests, it is 
because Balladur was, at that moment, unwilling to raise up polemical topics that could endanger his personal 
presidential ambitions. He knew that public opinion, on the whole, was hostile to such an act. 


The nuclear consensus 


Once the elections gone by, the representatives of the powerful lobby that had "carried out", nuclear politics 
of French imperialism since the fifties, and still keep on doing so, became much more active, considering that 
too much time had been lost. With Chirac as President, they were given all the warranties. Furthermore, they 
could expect to count with the consensus that had been ruling nuclear questions for decades amongst the 
"right" parties, social democracy and the revisionist party. Let's consider Mitterrand's case. He was at the start 
in opposition to "the striking force" because he was opposed to De Gaulle. He found direct protection under 
the American nuclear "umbrella" much more suitable. He also took into account the fact that the parties that 
claimed to be on the left were hostile to the atomic bomb. But in 1978 he made an about-turn and joined the 
tenants of the "unavoidable" character of "the striking force", the sine qua non condition for any presidential 
ambition. He will drain the Socialist Party in his wake. The revisionist PCF party leaders will join him in this 
position, and from then on, will take part in the "national consensus" around "the striking force”. Surely, the 
PCF protested against French "surweaponament and its participation to the "weapons race", particularly from 
the time when Soviet-American negotiations were engaged for weapons reduction. Still, it refuses to claim for 
abandoning purely and simply, unilaterally and without any condition French nuclear weapon. This is one of 
the fields where the demarcation line between the Marxist-Leninist positions and the reformist and revisionist 
ones is clearly straight because it deals with the vital interests of imperialism. 

By referring himself to "experts"' views to justify his decision, Chirac is only pointing to the real centre of 
decisions in this matter. These civilian and military "experts" are representatives of the most powerful 
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monopolies that rule the State. It actually illustrates State monopolist capitalism, which (as it is written in The 
Political Economy Handbook published by the Academy of Science of the Soviet Union in 1955) "consists in 
subordinating the State apparatus to the capitalist monopolies and in using it to interfere in the economics of 
the country, particularly through its militarisation, in the purpose of securing maximum profits for the 
monopolies and to settle the omnipotence of finance capital". They have interest in the expansion of civilian 
and military nuclear industry for two reasons. Firstly, it insures them exceptional profits through orders of the 
State. Secondly, they may hence have at their disposal the most effective weapons that enable them to 
guarantee their class domination and to safeguard their interests at the world level. 


Toward a banalisation of nuclear weapons 


On the base of the analysis made by military experts of the new balance of power in the world, in regard with 
the contradictions among the imperialists, between the imperialist powers and the less developed capitalist 
countries, as the contradictions between the imperialists and the peoples, the main danger is located in the 
"South". Hence the emphasis put on the higher grade of troop mobility and on more effective tactical 
weapons. Easily moveable, these armed forces are liable to intervene hundreds, indeed thousands of 
kilometres away from the home country, wherever the "vital interests" of French imperialism are threatened. 
These consist in every kind of road or sea routes by which raw materials are supplied, and of the free 
circulation of goods; not to mention the highly flexible notion of "defence of the values of democracy" in the 
name of which any so called "humanitarian" military operations can be legitimated. These scenarios do not 
leave out the use of "tactical" nuclear weapons. In this category we find the so-called "intelligent" missiles 
which, loaded with small nuclear charges, are aimed to reach predetermined targets in restricted areas, then 
the nuclear shells, and last the light weapons intended to shoot slightly radioactive ammunitions. Such nuclear 
shells have been rocketed during the Gulf war. Revelations have been made that the French arsenals, as it is 
true for other nuclear countries, contain massive stocks of this kind of weapons available. To make use of 
these weapons, especially the missiles, one needs that serious resources, such as military satellites for target 
identification and missile control. 


These "tactical" nuclear weapons come in addition to the modernised inter-continental ballistic weapons. This 
may very well mean that the "older" ones will be abandoned. French authorities will not neglect to present 
this decision as a contribution to nuclear disarmament! In this sense there is a great danger of banalisation of 
"tactical" nuclear weapons usage and for a new impulse given to weapons production. This will also lead, in 
general, to a higher degree of the militarisation of the economy, such a phenomenon being typical of times of 
sharp crisis in the world's imperialist system. This general tendency is also seen among the "allied" countries 
like German, American and Japanese imperialism that are, nevertheless, economically rivals while they 
follow up the same political, economical and military trend, each for its own sake. Therefore their critical 
stand vis-a-vis Chirac's government appear very hypocritical and have no link whatsoever with peoples' anger 
and mobilisations. 


It stresses the importance of the popular movement in opposition with the renewal of French nuclear tests. Its 
demands are concrete demands, legitimately sensed by millions of people, much so since these tests swallow 
very large amounts of money which are directly withdrawn from the working people through taxes and other 
deductions carried out by the State. It brings forth a profound contestation against militarism that is 
developing today in France and in the other imperialist countries. Attacking one of its most active 
representative, namely French imperialism, contributes to the struggles of the people against this threatening 
evolution. It is a field of international mobilisation in which the Marxist-Leninist parties have a particular role 
to play, especially to avoid that opportunist forces succeed in deviating the movement toward chauvinistic 
positions. 


Paris, 19 August 1995 


Central Committee of the Workers' Communist Party of France 
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Notes: 


(1) Under "cohabitation" we refer to the political situation in which the President is of a different political family 
than the parliamentary majority. This situation that was not foreseen in the institutions of the 5th Republic occurred 
twice during Miterrand's period. It expresses that there are no fundamental differences between the right parties and the 
social democrat party about the management of the interests of French imperialism. This has been particularly obvious 
in the defence policy where both the right parties and the social democrat one have voted together several budgets of the 
Ministry of Defence, the second budget of the State behind the budget of education. 


(2) The non-proliferation 's treaty implies that the non-nuclear states renounce to it definitively. The nuclear 
powers engage themselves to furnish them all kinds of aid in civilian nuclear production. That means an attempt of 
maintaining the status quo in favour of the big powers. 


(3) The states which have helped South Africa of the apartheid time to become a military nuclear power, the USA, 
Israel, France, Germany, made pressure on De Klerk to dismantle this nuclear arsenal before the ANC came to power. 


(4) For more about this “project for a new policy of defence", see our articles written in La Forge, in June 1994. See 
also our articles about nuclear tests of July and August 1995. 
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ITALY 


Questions concerning the international communist movement 


Next year 40 years will have passed since the bourgeoisie seized power again in the Soviet Union, 40 
years since the formal act (the 20th Congress of the CPSU) by which Nikita Khrushchev sanctioned the end 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Those years have been years of complex struggles in all spheres, 
characterised by the collapse of Soviet social imperialism, by the general crisis of modern 
reformism/revisionism in all its forms, and by the political and ideological victory of world imperialism, in 
the first place the USA. 


An epoch has come to an end, and another is emerging. Since 1917, many things have changed. The 
revolutions of this century have transformed the social relations of power on a world scale. The industrial and 
agricultural proletariat today represent the most formidable revolutionary force that humanity has ever known. 
Although the global domination of finance capital is total, today more than ever before it is a giant with feet 
of clay. 


All the inherent tendencies of imperialism, outlined at the time by Lenin, have not only been realised but have 
attained an unprecedented level of development. International monopoly capital has brought under its sway all 
spheres of production and trade, of scientific research and its technological applications, of communication, 
and all spheres of human activity - health, culture, social provision, sport etc. 


It is precisely this financial domination that constitutes imperialism's weakness: the concentration of 
production has reduced capitalism's social base, as much in the imperialist countries as in the oppressed 
continents, where archaic modes of production are dying out with no alternative but revolution. 


The absolute necessity for capitalism to defend accumulated capital, the oligarchic structure of financial 
concentration, the ceaseless search for maximum profits through the export of loan capital in order to 
overcome cyclical economic crises, the fact that these crises have become so frequent that stagnation and 
inflation have become permanent features, fierce international competition for control of primary products, 
energy sources and markets -all these are so many incurable pathological afflictions which herald the advent 
of what we could define as the third revolutionary wave. 


But we Communists (Marxist-Leninists) know that in addition to the objective conditions for revolution, there 
must also correspond subjective conditions. Without revolutionary theory, without the party, without mass 
policies capable of creating the Proletarian United Front and the Anti-Imperialist United Front, the social 
crisis will not result in socialist revolution. 


It is for this reason that the question of revolutionary theory becomes of primordial importance; it is why 
imperialism is devoting enormous efforts to ideological activity, to the social democratic and revisionist 
deviations. 


It would be a grave error to underestimate the current and future role of modern reformism. 


The demise of Soviet social imperialism liberated enormous revolutionary forces, and it will be the same with 
the global economic crisis, which will not be resolved - quite the contrary - by monetarist policies. In this 
context it is no accident that numerous anti-Leninist currents have been reactivated, and if more tendencies try 
to play a hegemonic role and to carry out their divisive work. It is for this reason that the creative 
development of Marxism-Leninism and the intransigent defence of our revolutionary science assume a vital 
importance for the future of revolution and for the very existence of the movement. 


Who will assume the leadership of these revolutionary processes? It will either be the proletariat, or the petty 
bourgeoisie, with all its different ideological currents. 
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In philosophy, in economics, in politics, it will be either Leninism or the old Brezhnevism, Trotskyism under 
new guises, or the various Third Worldist tendencies (Maoism, Castroism etc.) 


It is not by chance that we are today discussing the role and the thought of comrade Stalin, the architect of the 
theoretical basis for the construction of socialism, the defender of Leninism, Stalin, who pointed out all the 
problems linked to the danger of capitalist restoration in transitional society, socialism. 


To attack Stalin is to attack Marxism-Leninism. It is to try to hold back the development of our movement. 
Whoever goes down this road puts the Party on to the path of reformism, and therefore of the national and 
international bourgeoisie, or the dead-end of leftist subjectivism, which has already been buried by history. 
The crisis of modern revisionism has already 


brought significant revolutionary forces closer to us (in particular in the ex-socialist camp). Our task is to 
guide these forces towards correct Marxist-Leninist positions in order to stop the old Brezhnevite bourgeoisie 
or the "new" bourgeoisie around Yeltsin from ensnaring them within parochial nationalism. 


In a situation of such great potential of the Marxist-Leninist communist movement, it is curious that we 
should see the reappearance of forces which are in fact Trotskyist. It is absolutely necessary to isolate them, to 
eliminate them. The reaffirmation of the thought and the work of Stalin, along with purging the deviations of 
petty bourgeois "revolutionaries", constitute a natural process of development. 


The ideological struggle to be undertaken is both large and complex, but our theoretical and political 
superiority is evident. 


Those who attack Stalin only look to the past in order to exaggerate the errors or to support the attacks of the 
bourgeoisie. They do not adhere to historical materialism, and they do not know how to determine the real 
causes of the defeats. 


The history of the emancipation of the proletariat is not the Nevsky Prospect; it is not guided by a 
metaphysical vision. 


Our task is to defend all the positive achievements that have been won, and to move forward. Everything 
which Stalin achieved in theory and practice was rigourously faithful to our doctrine; it is a beacon which still 


illuminates our path today. 


In no sphere of social science, in nothing that was done under the dictatorship of the proletariat under Stalin's 
leadership, will these "critics" find any arguments to justify their counter-revolutionary activities. 


Our movement, in contrast, will advance victoriously because it is Leninist, because it is Bolshevik, 
because it is strengthened by the thought of the great revolutionary J. Stalin. 


"La Nostra Lotta", August 1995 
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MEXICO 


Within the framework of neo-liberalism and the Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA) 


Introduction 


For Marxist-Leninists, the theoretical analysis of the current situation or of any other aspect of 
reality does not mean an "investigation" as merely an intellectual hobby, confined to describing facts 
and to giving empirical, positivist information in order to construe a seemingly neutral picture, such 
as is offered in the bourgeois university and intellectual environment. Being revolutionary and 
totally critical with respect to bourgeois society, Marxist-Leninist theory breaks with all the 
traditions of the bourgeois way of thinking, not for the sake of useless theoretical disagreements but 
for the particular perspectives of communist theory and its revolutionary content. 


The Marxist-Leninists' theoretical efforts are not limited and developed in a little closet or study in order to be 
converted into an end in itself, for the sake of the author's own conceitedness. On the contrary, for the 
working class the communists’ theoretical efforts serve to clear the way for emancipation. From that point of 
view, this theory does not belong to the authors themselves but to the revolutionary movement as a whole. 


Without material reference and without reflection on the practice and needs of communism -in the sense of 
not serving to give answers to the problems the communist revolution is confronted with theoretical analyses 
will inevitably lapse back into the framework of the reproduction of capitalist relations and will not serve to 
destroy them. This is reflected, too, in petty bourgeois authors and university intellectuals who have no 
interest in changing in any way the system that they benefit from. It is the same with the "marxologists" who 
elaborate their brave analyses of the evolution of the class struggle. 


Strikingly, Marx said that his discovery of the class struggle was no great contribution as, before him many 
bourgeois intellectuals had discovered and described the class struggles. His big contribution consisted in 
deriving the historical necessity of the revolutionary dictatorship of the proletariat from the analysis of 
capitalist reality. 


"What I did that was new was to demonstrate: 1) that the existence of classes is merely linked to particular 
historical phases in the development of production, 2) that class struggle necessarily leads to the dictatorship 
of the proletariat, 3) that this dictatorship itself only constitutes the transition to the abolition of all classes 
and to a classless society." (Marx, letter to Weydemeyer, 5th March 1852) 


The bourgeois "marxologists" and theorists are able to make "profound" descriptions of current reality but we 
have to distinguish clearly between those who make "critical" studies and a real communist theorist. The 
"critics" and "marxologists may be able to make a description of the manner in which capital is generated and 
is developing and certainly they detect some calamities of capitalism in the same way that some article writers 
describe them every day in liberal periodicals, or make investigations paid for by some philanthropic 
institution or other, but limited description and detection of some contradictions of capitalism is not 
revolutionary by itself, but rather confuses the letter of Marxism-Leninism with its spirit. They forget that the 
core of Marxist-Leninist theory is its revolutionary perspective, the perspective of total - theoretical and 
practical criticism of bourgeois society. In other words, it demands the struggle for communism. It is not 
satisfied with enunciating communism scholastically or formally in order to feel important. The decisive 
factor is the practical conclusions which flow from Marxist-Leninist theory. This is because the historical 
necessity of communism may be visualised but it is not enough to enunciate it in an abstract and formal 
manner. On the contrary, it is necessary to work for the construction of the party of the working class. The 
struggle for the socialist revolution is required, and this is not won in a lounge or in a classroom or cafe in the 
manner of a bourgeois intellectual or "marxologist" who produces books in the same way as other people 
produce cars. 
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That is why Marxist-Leninist theory both analyses, criticises, demystifies and brings down the bourgeois 
idols, myths and dogmas, and also guides the practice which corresponds to the theory. That is why the 
theoretical spirit of Marxism-Leninism is inseparably connected to the ideology of a communist activist. It is 
only in this way that we can understand the fact that Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin drew important 
theoretical conclusions from their revolutionary practice, a question which cannot be resolved independently 
from the struggle of the working class or of its party: "... Theory stops having an object when it is not 
connected to revolutionary practice, in exactly the same way as practice is blind if revolutionary theory does 
not illuminate its way." (J. Stalin, Problems of Leninism, [Spanish edition] p.21) 


In this sense, this paper, marking the 17th anniversary of the Communist Party of Mexico 
(Marxist-Leninist) aims to be a contribution towards the analysis of the current situation, helping to 
outline the party's tasks for the current stage and to make progress in a firm manner towards socialist 
revolution. 


I. From the point of view of Marxist-Leninist theory, capitalism grows and develops in a contradictory 
manner, as it advances cyclically, with some periods of "boom" and other periods of full decay and 
decomposition. Such periods of contradiction are a product of the necessity to expand production for the 
accumulation of capital. But at the same time, as a result of the contradictions between forces of production 
and the relations of production, the bourgeoisie’s growing difficulties in maintaining profit rates can be seen. 
Marx noted that the constant crises capitalism runs through "are always but momentary and forcible solutions 
of the existing contradictions. They are violent eruptions which for a time restore the disturbed equilibrium." 
(Marx, Capital, Vol. 111, Moscow 1972, p.249) but, above all in the imperialist phase, the development of 
capitalism has resulted in the fact that the economic crises are longer and longer in duration, more profound 
with respect to economic recovery, with more negative consequences for the working class and working 
people who have to bear the brunt of the crises. And they are more recurrent so that the time between a period 
of "boom" and "expansion" and a period of crisis becomes shorter and shorter whereas the threat of 
overproduction which is hanging over world economy has already become concrete. 


II. On a global scale, capitalism is passing through a period of economic crisis which is only comparable to 
those which existed between the two world wars and the Great Depression. 


After the rapid growth following the Second World War, this economic crisis, from which the imperialist 
superpowers are not excluded, has grown more severe since the middle of the seventies and especially since 
1990. Japan, Germany and the United States and of course Mexico, which depends on Yankee Imperialism, 
are not exempt from the profound global economic problems. 


One of the characteristics of the current global economic crisis is the restructuring of production. It is evident 
that the development of the productive forces has resulted in the stagnation or even decline in production of 
industries which played a decisive role for the development of capitalism (industries such as cars, electrical 
appliances, textiles, iron, oil production etc.), whilst "new" industries (such as robotics, bio-engineering, 
information technology, telematics etc.) are experiencing high growth rates and diversification. They are thus 
replacing the "old" capitalist industrial branches step by step. This process has provoked a hidden struggle for 
markets within the bourgeoisie. The expansion of monopolies has led to conflicts of a military character. 


Another feature of the current economic crisis the tendency to "globalise" capital, which "exports" nothing but 
certain stages within the process of commodity production, in many cases intermediate intensive stages in the 
markets of imperialist countries. In an earlier period, the imperialist countries made investments in neo- 
colonial countries in order to produce commodities which result in the countries’ final demand for receiving 
such capital. 


Neo-colonial relations are thereby deepened by the "maquilization" of the production plant. (The so-called 
maquiladora industry is a "joint venture" industry situated near the frontier and consisting of US. American 
capital, know-how and management and Mexican cheap labour and soil. The capitalists receive high profits 
because there are no trade unions or environment protection laws binding on them; raw materials and machine 
tools are imported into Mexico duty-free from the US, the finished products return to the US at very low 
duties. Maquilization is the process of expansion of the maquiladora industry)* 
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By combining the formerly brutal and hegemonic expansion of parasitic capital (that is financial capital, 
which is the very bloodsucker of the working class, reproducing its profits in a staggering manner through 
speculation and the pillage of the economies of entire countries) with the expansion of the armaments industry 
and drug trafficking (which are parasitic industries, too), we get a general panorama of the current crisis on a 
global level. And the economic crisis in Mexico, though it may have certain particularities, does not escape 
from the general tendency of the crisis of capital in the imperialist stage, heralding future proletarian 
revolutions which no philosopher of the modern age will stop. 


III. In Mexico, all the basic features of capitalism in its imperialist stage have developed: the contradiction 
between production and the concentration of capital in the hands of a mere handful of capitalists while the 
working class and the working people are struggling against exploitation, oppression and poverty. Big 
financial groups have sprung up which control branches of industry, agriculture and services. 


In 1995, it is the big oligarchs who are gaining from the economic crisis. The difference between a handful of 
bourgeois and the masses of exploited and oppressed people is increasingly obvious. It is clear how there 
came to be a higher concentration of capital in the hands of a few people who, in practice, are the rulers of the 
country (in alliance with imperialism). And it is to their advantage that the NAFTA has been signed, that the 
Constitution (articles 3, 27 etc.) has been reformed, that some institutions (such as Coordinacion de la 
Seguridad Nacional) have been adapted, that it is intended that the army liquidate the EZLN, that democratic 
trade unionism (SUTAUR-100), the people's movement in the cities (FPFV, Vendedores Ambulantes) and in 
the country (OACIO-13, OCSS, FDOMEZ, ALDPCH) are attacked - all this in order not to endanger the 
neoliberal policies and in order to squeeze a higher profit rate out of the people. 


It was through this process of centralisation that, under the protection of Salinas and Gortari and their regime, 
a Creole multimillionaire bourgeoisie has been established, the strongest in Latin America, second only to 
those of the United States, Japan and Germany. This is clearly shown in the following table: 


Country Number of capitalists with more than 1.000 million $ 
United States 108 

Germany 46 

Japan 35 

Mexico 24 


Table compiled on the basis of the data published in the periodical PROCESO No. 871. 
By the time of the last devaluation (19th December 1994) the list of multimillionaires was reduced. 


This does not imply that the tendency describe above would become invalid. Thus, of the 24 oligarchs who 
enriched themselves under Salinas’ protection, the 10 "Mexicans" who remained in the long list of the richest 
bourgeois of the world are as follows: 


1. Carlos Slim del grupo CARSO Y TELMEX2. Emilio Azgarrago Milmo -TELEVISA 
3. Jeronimo Arango Arias DEL grupo CIFRA 

4. Lorenzo Zambrano de CEMEX 

5. Alejo Peralta de IUSACEL 

6. Alberto Bailleres of PENOLES 

7. Alfonso Romo Garza 

8. Bernardo Garza Sada de ALFA 

9. Pablo Aramburzabala Ocaraney del grupo MODELO 

10. Jorge Larrea Ortega del grupo MEXICO 


Generally, the Mexican economy is moving according to the rhythm of the great national and international 
monopolies. This is an intrinsic feature of capitalism in its imperialist stage. During recent years, even the 
great monopolies belonging to the Mexican oligarchy have expanded on the Latin American markets in order 
to extend their production and to "compensate" for the decline of commodity consumption on the Mexican 
market, itself a result of the capitalist crisis. In this way, it can be seen that the great monopolies and the 
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capital of the Mexican bourgeoisie are rushing towards the hidden struggle against the bourgeoisie of other 
countries in order to conquer Latin America. 


Examples: 


a) Bimbo: This Mexican monopoly owns industrial plants in Argentina, Chile, Costa Rica, Guatemala, El 
Salvador and Venezuela. They plan to invest 200 million dollars in that zone. Furthermore, in the last period, 
they invested 25 million dollars in order to start a new plant in Chile. In addition, Bimbo controls 86 % of the 
Mexican market and is, of its own accord, associated in some way with United States enterprises such as 
Band of Texas and 3 tortilla (maize cake) plants in the United States. 


b) Dina: They will start with assembling and distributing the Fiat Uno car all over Latin America. In that 
business, Dina will hold 65 % of the capital of the new plant which they will erect together with the Italian 
company Fiat and the value of which will amount to approximately 300 million dollars. In fact, they are 
studying the possibility of building a production plant for trucks and buses in Argentina. 


c) Cementos Mexicanos (Cemex): They hold 60 of the shares of the Venezuelan company Venclomos, and 
they have signed a letter of intent with the government of Nicaragua in order to purchase a parastatal venture 
with a capacity of 300 thousand tons per year at a price of approximately 10.7 million dollars. 


d) Grupo Industrial Maseca: Evidently, they made profits by selling maize meal and tortillas abroad. Their 
growth was such that their sales grew by 64 in Central America but by just 5.4 % in Mexico. 


e) Fomento Economico Mexicano (Femsa): In September 1994, they purchased a 51 % stake in the 
bottling plant of Coca Cola Argentina for one hundred million dollars, and that gives them the majority to 
decide on the future of this plant. 


f) Grupo Situr: They will erect hotels in Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic and other states of the 
Central American region. 


g) Bufete Industrial: They hold investments in Chile and Ecuador which represented 41.9 % of their 
income in the first trimester. And now they are competing for contracts in Nicaragua and Costa Rica. 


In this manner, Mexico relies on a powerful national bourgeoisie. The fairy tale of supply and demand ruling 
the "free market" is nothing but hot air. 


"The 500 companies (i.e. the biggest ones in the country) employ between them 13 % of the persons employed 
in national economic activities. 337 companies on the level of big enterprises between them account for 
approximately 30 % of the activities employed in this area... Furthermore, if we apply the above relation to 
the level of individual branches of industry today, the economic concentration we are talking about is much 
more relevant. 


"For instance, we note that 6 companies out of the 1,044 which make up the car industry account 
for 62 of the people employed, whilst 10 companies out of the 133 which make up the iron and 
steel industry employ between them 42 %. 2 companies out of the 55 which make up the tobacco 
industry employ between them 44 %. 7 companies out of the 16,227 which make up the 
transportation and communication sector account for 54 % etc. 

"Furthermore, if we look at this relation at the level of the individual enterprise, the economic weight of a 


handful of trade marks becomes evident. For example, General Motors de Mexico S.A. de C.V account for 42 
% of employed labour in the motor industry, and Ferrocarriles Nacionales de Mexico account for 25 % of 
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employment in their sector, while in their sector Altos Hornos de Mexico S.A. de C.V account for 15 % etc." 
(from EL COTIDIANO No. 59, Dec. 1993, p. 42-44) 


In this sense, those who have gained from the NAFTA are finance capital, the big monopolies and North 
American imperialism since the commercial relations with the US represent approximately 83 of exports* and 
71 % of imports, and 300 companies alone export 70 % of the national total (if we leave Pemex out of 
consideration). 


On the other hand, while they triumphantly proclaim that Mexico exports more finished goods, the capital 
restructuring in Mexico is converting the country into a big US imperialist maquiladora factory. Over the last 
three years, there has been a decline in exports of commodities other than maquiladora products and the 
export of finished goods, which represented 16 % in 1988, sank to 12 in 1992. Over the same period, the 
export of maquiladora products grew by an annual rate o€ 10 %, and within three years these exports rose 
from 15 million dollars to 20 million dollars. 


In fact, the employment offered by the maquiladora industry grew to 10.1 % in the first 1995 trimester, a 
tendency in contrast to the unemployment in the country's productive sectors which is a result of the deep 
crisis the capital system is suffering from. The bourgeoisie has had to recognise that more than 60 % of the 
Mexican productive plants are in recession and only 30% were able to leave the difficulties behind them in 
1994. 


But whilst the bourgeois government discriminated in favour of the maquiladora activities as an alleged form 
of industrialisation of the country, rescuing it from industrial bankruptcy, the only result has been the further 
deepening of the neo-colonial process and the initiation of further future crises, since the maquiladora is in a 
phase of the commodity production process that is characterised by economic control by the big monopolies 
(especially North American and Japanese ones). Thus, the maquiladora results in an even higher increase in 
the rate of exploitation of labour (particularly of female and child labour) and maintains a higher level of 
control over and decomposition of the working class. Furthermore, there is no transfer of technology: once 
again surplus value is passed into the hands of the imperialist bourgeoisie. 


We note that, as a part of capitalist restructuring, the privatisations which took place during the last period 
were in favour especially of big capital and that more than 20 % of those companies sold by the state were 


passed into the hands of transnational capital as shown in the following table 1. 


Table No.l: Evolution of the parastatal sector from December 1982 till May 1993 


Year state companies 
1982 1155 
1983 1074 
1984 1049 
1985 941 
1986 737 
1987 617 
1988 417 
1989 379 
1990 280 
1991 241 
1992 217 
1993 213 


Compiled according to the periodical ECONOMICA INFORMA No. 234. 
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In this way, the role of the bourgeois state does not disappear in the economy in contrast to the claims of 
liberal intellectuals or social democrats, but rather takes other forms which guarantee that the internal and 
external markets function well in favour of large-scale finance capital and of the big monopolies. So the 
Mexican bourgeois state continues to play its role of guardian of the profits of big capital against all those 
opposed to its neoliberal project of privatisation. 


Table No. 2: The Gains of Privatisation in Mexico 


Group or company Total Principal area 
Carso South Western Bell 

Franct Cable and Radio 20 telecommunication 
Vitro 8 electric line 
Durango 6 forest 

Siderurgia del Pacifico 6 Iron industry 
Acero del Norte 14 steel production 
Industrial Alfa 3 metal mechanics 
Ispat Mexicana 5 iron industry 
Mexabre 5 fish 

Joaquin Redo y Soc. 4 sugar 

Suerum 4 sugar 

Beta 4 sugar 

Ind. Escorpion 2 sugar 

Anermex 2 sugar 

Veracruz 3 sugar 

Consorcio G 4 car transportation 
Total 91 


Compiled according to the periodical ECONOMICA INFORMA No. 234 


In this cycle of capital accumulation and economic crisis, a sector of the dominant class, i.e. the so-called 
"national" bourgeoisie, has been displaced from economic and political power by the financial bourgeoisie 
and imperialism. In the period from 1982 till 1993 alone approximately 400,000 small and small companies 
were closed down. But that is not all. In the last years, just 157 textile companies out of the 1113 remained, 
i.e. 956 closed down. 


According to statistical material published by the (trade union association)* Confederacion de Trabajadores 
de Mexico (CTM), 500 small and medium shoe companies stopped operating within the past few years. So 
the national bourgeoisie has been displaced from the economic power they had held in the past decades, and 
their position has deteriorated step by step from the eighties onwards. For this reason, their political 
representatives, the PRD (Party of Democratic Revolution)*, revisionist and Trotskyist sectors eagerly claim 
to reform the Magna Carta within the "limits of the constitution" but without the overthrow of the regime. 
They want to share power, "in an equitable and democratic manner", with the dominant sector from which 
they have been displaced. That is the origin of the political basis of their proposals such as the "Plan de 
Queretaro" (Queretaro programme)* presented in the third session of the Convencion Nacional Democratica 
(Democratic National Assembly)* and the governmental proposal of "Salvation Nacional" National 
Salvation)* presented by the PRD. Another myth widely propagated by the liberal ideologists is that in order 
to "escape from the crisis" which is shaking the country, foreign investment would be necessary since it has to 
create employment and a higher level of industrialisation. But the reality is quite different, since much more is 
invested in financial speculation because this results in higher profits than investments in productive sectors. 


Thus in 1993, 33,300 million dollars came into the country through the capital account, 4,900 million for 
direct investment and 28,400 million for investment in bills which were invested in (securities of)* CETES Y 
TESOBONOS (obligations and treasury bonds)* because of the high interest rates offered by the state and 
their having been the basis of the current financial crisis. But in addition, direct investments, too, are a big 
business for the greedy mouths of the transnational capital. 
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So, in the first trimester of 1995 alone, the companies set up with foreign capital and resident in Mexico sent 
profits into their origin countries amounting to 352.8 million dollars, some 15 higher than the profits of the 
corresponding period of 1994, although Mexico is in a deep economic crisis. In this manner it becomes clear 
that the beneficiaries of the crises are domestic and foreign capital. 


In the context of the current economic crisis, a deficit of 30,000 million dollars has been foreseen for 
1995 through which the balance of payments deficit is perpetuated. This deficit has grown in a dizzy 


manner as is shown in the following table: 


Payment balance 


year 
(thousand million dollars) 

1990 7.1 

1991 - 14.9 

1992 24.8 

1993 23.4 

1994 24.6 


Source: Banco de Mexico, EL COTIDIANO No.66, p.108 


The basis for all this is the low technological level of Mexican enterprises. For instance, in the manufacturing 
industry of the country, a negative balance has been accumulated, over the period from January to November 
1994, in its commercial relations with foreign countries to the tune of 28 million dollars. This amount 
surpasses the total deficit of the commercial balance of Mexico during the same period. According to the 
(statistical institution)* INEGI, the manufacturing industry of the country (a sector which generates a quarter 
of the gross national product) sold products to the value of 22,000 million dollars abroad during these months 
but, in comparison, made purchases of investment goods, machinery and equipment from abroad amounting 
to 50,000 million dollars. 


This imbalance of 28,000 million dollars is significant in that the industry made purchases of 2.27 dollars for 
each dollar they earned through sales of commodities overseas. The maquiladora industry, too, represents a 
big business for the bourgeoisie although only 1.5 % of the total of the investment goods employed in the 
maquiladora industry are of national origin. 


In this context, the neoliberal recipes of the "Chicago Boys" tell us that the way to get out of the crisis is to 
tread a middle course between reduction of inflation, lowering the public expenditure and the upper limits of 
wages in order to increase the GNP The first has been achieved, since the upper limits of wages have been 
effective for the bourgeoisie through the collective agreements on working conditions imposed on the 
working class and other wage earners. Furthermore, indirect wages have been reduced through cuts in public 
services as public investment has fallen from 10.3 % in 1981 to 4.3 in 1993. 


This resulted in a deterioration in services which contributed to the reproduction of manpower which, in 
this manner, invested a minimum for the survival of living labour. But the other side of the coin shows us that 
the bourgeois state is eager for the fray in order to suppress popular discontent since, although public 
expenditure has been reduced, on the other hand, the planned expenditure of the Seguridad Nacional (National 
Security)* which includes Defensa (Army)*, Marina (Naval Forces)*, Procuraduria General (Office of the 
Chief Public Prosecutor)* and Gobernacion (Department of the Interior)* in 1995 showed a total planned 
increase of 14.13 % in comparison with 1994. In the last year (1994)*, this item was allocated 11,183.4 
million new pesos, and for the current year (1995)* the planned expenditure of the armed forces and police 
amounted to 12,764.4 million pesos. 


Carlos Salinas de Gotari and his bloodhounds boasted about the alleged increase in GNP That is a lie. In 
reality, it suffered ups and downs, with a decrease in 1990 and a little increase in 1994 which was achieved at 
the expense of maximum exploitation and deterioration of the living standards of the working class and 
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working people in general. But even in this way, the 1990 levels were not achieved in 1994, and certainly will 
not be in the current year (1995)* as is shown in table: 


Gross National Product 


year annual growth rates 
1987 1.4 
1988 1.4 
1989 2.9 
1990 3.0 
1991 3.6 
1992 2.8 
1993 0.4 
1994 2.4 


The economic situation outline above has not changed since the usurpation of power by Ernesto Zedillo. On 
the contrary, the economic crisis has been aggravated, which has provoked a financial crisis. 


With the devaluation of 20th December 1994 and the stock market crash of 21st December 1994, in which the 
"big fish" made the highest profits, the capitalists, seeing the first signs of instability which might affect their 
profits, run away with their capital in spite of their supposed "patriotic" values. The only homeland they know 
is profit. 


Thus, during the period from October till December 1994, 10,107.6 million dollars left Mexico through 
"capital flight". 


If we combine the above tendency with the dizzy increase in prices of commodities on the pretext of 
devaluation, we get a panorama which lets us understand how the worker's very low wages, having 
themselves fallen, have been affected. 


The transactions of speculative finance capital, too, have a big market in Mexico since the investments of the 
national and foreign capitalists directly prepare the instruments of speculative investment, for example, 
interest coupons such as CETES and TESOBONOS. These represent a bigger debt for the country, and yet the 
state offers higher interest rates to those who will invest in these interest coupons. The recent loan from 
imperialism in truth represents a payment to the masters of finance capital who conspired with the 
government, which itself participates in this business at the expense of higher indebtedness and increased 
subjection to imperialism. 


The collusion of the bourgeois state with finance capital is clearly observed in the increase in the purchase 
of treasury bonds which took place between November and December 1994, as shown in the next table. 


In this way, the "assistance" by the IMF, North American imperialism, the central banks of Europe and Japan, 
and the International Commercial Bank etc., will stay in the hands of the big oligarchs such as Jorge 
Ballesteros, Adrian Sada Gonzalez, Carlos Gomez Gomez (Vicepresident of the Bankers Association of 
Mexico), Alberto Santos de Hoyo (Senator for Nova Leon) etc., since "the national and foreign holders of 
Treasury Bonds would, in the course of this year, receive 1,717 million new pesos in exchange for these 
securities which placed Mexico on the verge of insolvency and the national economy in the most acute crisis 
of the past 13 years." (La Jornada, 7th Feb. 1995 


The following table shows the decline of the treasury bonds which took place in 1995: 
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Decline of treasury bonds in 1995 


per month accumulation 

January 3,629 3,620 
February 3,500 7,120 
March 3,230 10,350 
April 1,850 12,200 
May 2,700 14,900 
June 1,900 16,800 
July 3,700 29,500 
August 4,000 24,500 
September 650 25,150 
October 860 26,010 
November 2,200 28,210 
December 715 28,925 
Total 28,925 


The government continues placing CETES on sale on the speculative financial market. Thus, in the second 
week of March alone, it placed 4,400 million new pesos in governmental stock on sale, guaranteeing rates of 
92.5 % in order to fatten the pockets of the financial oligarchy. Not only this, thousands of enterprises are, in 
reality, bankrupt, ruined by the interest rates for the loans they have to repay to finance capital. The so-called 
"national bourgeoisie" is on its knees before the financial oligarchy and imperialism. Thus, for each peso the 
bank takes, it pays an annual average of 35 centavos; but for each peso the bank gives it has a take-in of up to 
1.77 new pesos. Therefore, the "cartera vencida" (payable holdings)* represent the bankruptcy of thousands 
of enterprises and the sharpening, too, of the struggles between the Creole bourgeoisie and the financial 
oligarchy. 


But the economic crisis has not yet reached the bottom. On the contrary, the higher indebtedness and 
the speculative investment provide the setting for the crisis of capital to become even more brutal 
and for the subjection to Yankee imperialism to become more evident. Therefore, the "anti-crisis 
recommendations", for instance the privatisation of the ports, air ports and the profits of the Pemex 
which left for the United States and, of course, the recommendation to militarily exterminate the 
EZLN and all other types of people who refuse to conform, are to be implemented in order not to 
endanger the financial capital. 


In summary, the national economy is passing through a grave crisis which is characterised by the 
concentration of capital in the hands of the financial oligarchy and imperialism (chiefly US imperialism), by 
the displacement of the "national" bourgeoisie evident in the bankruptcy of "national enterprises", and by the 
strengthening of the big monopolies. All these features are dialectically combined with big problems in 
industrial production, a deficit which is increasing in the payment balance, the cuts in public expenditure, 
foreign speculative investment and the increase in exploitation, poverty, misery, hunger and death of the 
working class and the oppressed people of the country. 


The accumulation of capital "establishes an accumulation of misery, corresponding with the accumulation of 
capital. Accumulation of wealth at one pole is, therefore, at the same time accumulation of misery, agony of 
toil, slavery, ignorance, brutality, mental degradation, at the opposite pole, i.e., on the side of the class that 
produces its own product in the form of capital." (Marx, Capital, vol. 1, Moscow 1974, p.604). 


Some examples: 
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a) According to information from the INEGI and the Faculty of Economy of the UNAM (National 
University of Mexico)*: "In Mexico in 1977, 51.9 of the Mexican population (i.e. 31,528,913 persons)" (are 
living lived in poverty)*. At present, Mexico is one of the poorest countries of the world, in Latin America 
surpassed only by Bolivia. 97 % of its population live in poverty... It can be concluded that, while, in 1989, 
16.2 % of the Mexican population (i.e. 12,730,734 persons) lived in absolute poverty, in 1992, there is an 
increase to more than 30 % of Mexicans (i.e. 25,496,682 persons) living in absolute poverty." (Centro de 
Analisis Multidisciplinaria (editor), La Magnitud de la pobreza en Mexico, April 1993, p. 1) 


b) The extraction of surplus value grows bigger and bigger. In 1980, the remuneration of wage earners 
expressed as a percentage of GNP was 36.0 of the total whereas 64 % remained in the hands of the 
bourgeoisie. In 1991, there was a decrease in the remuneration of wage earners to 22.1 % of GNP whereas 
77.9 % went into the hands of the bourgeoisie and of the government. 


c) In spite of the proclaimed Modernizacion Educativa (modernisation of education)* and the modification 
of article 3 of the Constitution, in Mexico there are 4.2 million illiterates over the age of 16, 20.2 million 
grown-ups who did not complete primary school and approximately 32 million who did not complete 
secondary school. No more than 54 of the pupils (i.e. 24.6 million) complete primary school. Further, the 
federal expenditure on science and technology were reduced from 0.43 % of GNP in 1980 to 0.38 % in 1993. 


d) Between December 1988 and December 1993, spending power fell by 55 %. 

e) As a result of the bankruptcy of enterprises, of the application of intensive technology etc., 
approximately 27.8 % of the economically active population are unemployed. The above reflects the fact that, 
from 1988 to 1994, 6 million new jobs have been asked for, whereas no more than 654 thousand paid jobs 
were created. 


f) There exists a deficit of 6 million flats for the wage earners of the country. 


g) Capital imposed an increase in the working week from 35 hours to 48 hours on 13,192,000 workers. 
This is the meaning of "productivity" and "efficiency" for the proletariat. People who work longer than 35 
hours per week with less than the minimum wage increased to 3,464,000 employed. 


That is the paradise promised by Neoliberalism and NAFTA for the working class and employed people. 


*) Explanatory notes and logical complementary additions made by the translator. 
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SPAIN 


Against eclecticism 


The question of unity has always been one of the issues communists have always dealt with and it still 
continues to be one. No one has openly opposed it. Moreover, it has always been a part of the agenda in 
almost all bilateral or multilateral meetings. However, its achievement has been such a slow process that it 
could cause hopelessness. 


Of course, there are important steps taken in this direction. But... 


It seems to me that we need to reconsider some circumstances, some questions and some phenomena. This is 
because for a long time we have been carrying on board some shortcomings, mistakes and obstacles. As an 
example, have we, with some exceptions, not confused monolithism with unity based on principles? 
Naturally, it is not fair to consider everybody equally responsible in this or other matters. A question of 
principle such as the defence of socialist countries (first the Soviet Union, then China, and then Albania) has, 
in the course of time, turned into a touchstone of the differentiation between communists and revisionists. (If 
we look back now, it can be said that such a notion was not an appropriate differentiation.) 


What lay behind this notion of "touchstone" was the condemnation of those who did not affirm the criteria 
and positions of those who were accepted as "touchstones” without criticism. Criticism was of a formal 
nature. Let alone criticism, even thinking differently was being used against people and was considered to be 
reason for a counterattack. Most of those who write in this journal know what I am talking about. It would not 
be superficial or baseless to attempt to derive lessons for today from what has been experienced. We cannot 
ignore the fact that these kinds of attitudes may re-appear. 


The Marxist-Leninist movement, that is, the movement which stood against the Krushchevite theses, had 
already started to lose strength before the collapse of the so-called socialist camp and Albania (there are 
differences between these two and it is necessary to analyse this question at the right time). The parties and 
organisations who were hopeful to a certain extent gradually (some of them quite fast) became ‘tailist’, the 
most helpless variation of opportunism. Some of them were subjected to the blows of the forces of reaction 
and of traitors. Some adopted a position in the middle. The narrow, nationalist approach of the PLA's 
administrators had a certain role in the occurrence of this unpleasant situation. This approach revealed itself 
following the elimination of Mehmet Shehu and the intellectual and physical collapse of Enver Hodja. We 
must point out that some parties felt this situation of the PLA under the leadership of Ramiz Alia and his 
followers and started to criticise (a few parties even directed criticisms to their faces in Tiran). However, we 
were unable to show the necessary skill to predict the consequences. We were unable to make a stand against 
this diversion as required. We directed our criticisms inwards in order not to allow the enemy to manipulate 
them (but unfortunately, the enemies were within). Later on, however, our criticisms were used against us by 
the supporters of the PLA rather than the enemies within. And it was followed by the collapse which affected 
our parties and organisations on different levels. No one can argue that this event did not have any effect on 
them. 


Undoubtedly, there are certain aspects that need to be analysed. In order to understand individual events, a 
total evaluation is required. Let us take the example of Spain. A party which had an conspicuous strength and 
prestige and which was strengthened in the fire of struggle was easily liquidated in a few months by a 
criminal conspiracy. (We must also highlight the fact that this conspiracy was accompanied by a betrayal 
prepared with patience and exactitude. The leadership of the party itself suffered from an ideological 
degeneration and a lack of revolutionary awareness). When similar things were being experienced in other 
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parties, how could the Spanish party escape from this? (Of course, it is not right to generalise this. Moreover, 
the problems in Lenin's and Stalin's party or in Enver Hodja's and Mehmet Sehu's party, and in some other 
parties were more complicated). We must realise and accept that whatever the differences and "lines" are, the 
events experienced are a collective tragedy for all communists. These are our mistakes that we, as 
communists, were unable to prevent and that are being manipulated perfectly by all shades of imperialism and 
reaction. Mistakes that sprang, most of the times from our weaknesses, but always from various forms of 
opportunism in our parties. 


Eclectism is also one of the gravest weaknesses inhibiting the progress of our movement. It is a conciliatory 
tendency which seeks for reconciliation between different philosophical schools. From the time of V Cousyn, 
the founder of “eclectic spiritism’, eclectics have argued that adding different theses to existing principles 
would strengthen these principles (this opportunist tune is quite familiar!). Lenin settled accounts with the 
eclectics as well as others. Despite this, it continues to be a harmful tendency that we cannot get rid of What is 
it called to try to reconcile contrary ideological positions -which sometimes reflect themselves as `nuances'- if 
it is not eclecticism? It also means the same thing as trying to reconcile contrary political approaches, since 
every political approach has an ideological basis. It has got nothing to do with the ideological and theoretical 
struggle which is necessary to improve and strengthen our unity. However, we must emphasize again that we 
must not confuse unity, which needs to be strengthened and expanded, with pseudo monolithism, the price of 
which was paid very heavily. Lenin says "The dialectic is something concrete and revolutionary, whereas 
eclecticism and sophism destroy whatever is concrete and intact in class struggle with their legerdemain." 
(State and Revolution). We must take the experiences undergone very seriously in order not to fall into a 
conciliatory position and not to be ridiculed. The Quito Conference held in August 1994 stressed the necessity 
of a rapprochement between our parties and organisations and of the development of unity around certain 
criteria and positions. Of course, this must be done. But if it turns into persistence in some attitudes and into a 
dialogue of the deaf, then all the efforts made in this direction will have no meaning. In these circumstances, 
it means eclecticism to attempt to reconcile contrary positions in the name of continuing the dialogue in the 
form of the Conference of the Marxist-Leninist Parties. Yes to the continuation of the dialogues, debates and 
the efforts for unity on a common ideological basis. But this should take place without inhibiting the progress 
of the conference and without sinking into quicksand. 


Unfortunately (or luckily) we have a certain experience in this matter. There is no need to go to the ~70s. In 
the beginning of the `80s when blows and collapses were being experienced, many initiatives were boycotted 
and even sabotaged. In spite of all the blows, we can say that, as was formulated in a Spanish proverb, "the 
dead are in good health”. It is also enough to remember if there was any beneficiary of the multilateral 
meeting (*) held in 1991. Despite the efforts of some parties (the usual group of parties with one exception) 
this meeting showed the impossibility of progress and agreement on common issues. Participation in the 
meeting was quite high, probably the highest ever. However, there were such different views and positions 
that it was not possible to have even a minimum positive dialogue. This meeting has created the opportunity 
for some parties to put forward their camouflaged anti-communist views, while creating the opportunity for 
some traitors, mainly those in Spain, to take a breather. It has also witnessed the attempts of some others, who 
were unable to come out of the quicksand that they were dragged into by tailism, to legitimise their 
liquidation. 


We believe that we must take into consideration these experiences and take some measures -if possible in 
order not to encounter the same barriers. We want to highlight again the fact that it is definitely necessary to 
make efforts to enable new forces to participate in the conference, to draw the parties who are, for this or that 
reason, not in the existing process, to discuss with them and to open the way to them. In other words, we must 
not let our work to be hindered or narrowed. Nor should we have an excluding attitude towards those who do 
not understand the questions or who do not approach them in the same way as we do. We must go forward, 
leaving arrogance to one side. 
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We want to take this process forward and find the ways and methods to do this. The Quito Conference 
concentrated the discussions on this question. And it was seen that all the participants of the conference did 
not have the same approach to the question. It is not something bad. On the contrary, it can even be useful if 
these differences are handled with the aim of finding a solution. What must be avoided is the mentality of 
criticising without any proposals and separating theory from practice, that is, the danger of being static in 
practice while theorising things. 


There is no doubt that we have made certain progress. The conference has a minimum organisational 
structure. There is a consensus about publishing the journal. We are assertive in contacting and including 
other forces who claim to be Marxist-Leninist. There is a desire not to avoid discussions and polemics in 
order to solve the problems and differences (which was not the case in the past when polemics were avoided 
with the worry of not being stamped in this or that way and when heads were buried in the sand). Yes, we are 
making progress. But this should not cause any extreme self-confidence and contentment with the existing 
situation. As Lenin says "We must be vigilant in order not to allow small gains to tie up our arms and must 
not forget about relatively long term targets without which small gains would just mean an empty 
achievement" (Lenin- “Political Sophism'-1905). We must rely on our experiences and utilise the experiences 
of the discussions and of the struggle we are carrying out, and the positive or negative experiences of the past. 
(It is always more attractive to see the positive only and to ignore those who openly point to our weaknesses, 
shortcomings and mistakes. But who can argue that we have no mistakes until the contrary is proved!). Why 
not claim the right to make mistakes? Does our own history not show that we have often been mistaken? But, 
be careful. We should not let the fear of making mistakes paralyse us. Running after absolute truth and an 
infallible, prescription would mean to say amen to an impossible prayer. We have fallen into this grave 
mistake many times. The approach must be this: The right to make mistakes, but the necessity of struggle in 
order to realise and correct these mistakes. 


With such an approach, it is very important to equip ourselves against eclecticism, which accepts a 
mechanical unity of heterogeneous -even contrary ideological positions and currents, in the name of unity in 
the ranks of the conference. Such an attitude is an inconsistent one which paves the way to eclecticism. 
Undoubtedly, there are a lot of difficulties before us waiting to be overcome. Moreover, we have limited 
forces. However, this should not be a reason for running away from our tasks. 


At the next Conference of the Marxist-Leninist Parties and Organisations, it will be useful to clarify the issue 
towards which different approaches were shown in the previous one, which was not solved theoretically and 
which was passed over lightly just by voting (which is not always an appropriate method). It is absolutely 
necessary to set some minimum binding ideological criteria for the members of the conference. This would 
constitute a step forward in the right direction to solve the problems. The question is quite clear: If we leave 
aside bilateral work, how can one deal with the organisational aspects of joint activities in an environment 
where there has been no discussion on or formulation of some ideological criteria in force for everybody? 
What kind of organisational internal functioning can be discussed in the presence of those who not only 
oppose common functioning but also exercise the things that they consider unnecessary for other members of 
the conference to do jointly, and who do not even find it necessary to inform others, but only their group? 


This is not the first time this question is brought onto the agenda. It is high time that we must have got rid of 
this eclectic approach. 


Raul Marco, July 1995 


(*) The multilateral meeting the author is talking about is the meeting held during the congress of PCdeB in 
Brasil 
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TURKEY 


CUBA: THE SUPPORT FOR ANTI-IMPERIALIST 
RESISTANCE 


WHY IS CUBA ON THE AGENDA? 


For the last few years, Cuba has again been an important item on the world agenda. This is not 
because of Cuba itself or because of important changes in its development. Cuba is important again 
because of the policy of US imperialism. The intention is to eradicate "the last bastion of 
communism" and to overthrow the regime in this country. The attacks on Cuba are designed to 
achieve these aims. 


Despite gradual changes, Cuba has remained essentially "the same country" since the revolution. 
Moreover, it has actually lost some of its past "esteem" in the eyes of the peoples of the world, 
mainly the Latin American peoples, youth, intellectuals and revolutionaries. Obviously, Cuba's 
renewed world significance is not simply explained by this "exemplary" role, ho wever. 


We have witnessed the collapse of revisionism in the USSR and Eastern Europe and China's 
orientation -despite the continuity in its political regime- towards capitalism through private 
property, profit, market economy, stock exchange, etc. In this c ontext, Cuba -together with North 
Korea- has attracted the rage of US imperialism as an opponent of the "New World Order". It would 
not be convincing if the US attempted to form a "New World Order" while permitting an opponent 
to exist close by. Moreover, it was seeking revenge. Therefore, the US has launched an hysterical 
anti-communist attack against Cuba in order to prove the futility of opposing it and its "new order". 
The aim of this attack was to underline once again the invalidity of socialism. It w as also directed at 
demolishing the "last citadel of socialism" in order to erase the idea of revolution and socialism from 
the collective memory of the people. 


In the face of these attacks by American imperialism, whether Cuba is a socialist country or n ot has 
become a secondary question. What became the priority was the exposure of imperialist aims, 
resistance to the attacks and world support for Cuba's resistance. Undoubtedly, this does not imply 
uncritical support for Cuba, the failure to expose the f a Ise policies being put forward and 
implemented in the name of "socialism". Nothing must be hidden. Without doing so it is not possible 
to expose imperialist aims or to develop a consistent resistance. We must be clear what is being 
supported and why. Ther efore, we should not refrain from exposing the reality of Cuba in all its 
aspects. 


CUBA AS A "VICTIM" OF THE IMPERIALIST ATTACKS ON SOCIALISM 


One of the reasons for the appearance of Cuba and developments in that country on the world 
agenda is that it has been singled out as the victim of a campaign to whip up anti-communist hysteria 
to help establish a "new world order". 


Undoubtedly, there are also other reasons for the imperialist aggression against Cuba. US 
imperialism aims to "kill two birds with one stone". Firstly, US imperialism wants to get rid of one 
of its opponents. Secondly, its declared objective is to "demolish the last stronghold of socialism". 
Thus, socialism would no longer be a banner in the hands of the working class and labourers of t he 
world. 


46 


UNITY & STRUGGLE MAY 1996 


This second element is, obviously futile. However, we must continually explain to the workers and 
labourers of the world the inevitability of socialism and its historical and causal roots. We must not 
allow them to be affected by such wishful bour geois thinking. In the same way, it is necessary to 
thorougly explain the relationship between Cuba and socialism. 


In the face of the attacks of imperialism, it is obligatory to support and defend Cuba. One does not 
have to be a communist for this. On the contrary, it is one of the unavoidable tasks for every 
revolutionary, anti-imperialist, democratic and progressive person. 


US imperialism has turned up the heat of its traditional aggression against Cuba as it lost its 
historical allies in the collapse of revisionism in the USSR and Eastern Europe. The US thought that 
Cuba could not stand alone. Moreover, its continued existence was intolerable to imperialism. It has 
been pursuing a policy of isolation and economic and diplomatic-political embargo against Cuba for 
years. For the last few years, it has dramatically tightened this policy of isolation. It now punishes 
those who had commercial relations with Cuba. This involved, for instance, a six-month ban from 
US harbours on ships which have anchored in Cu ban harbours. Today, Cuba is under a complete 
embargo. 


This policy of embargo and isolation goes hand in hand with the encouragement of discontent 
fanned by the hardships Cuba is engulfed in and with the support and incitement of reactionary 
forces in Cuba . The counter-revolutionary offensives and conspiracies of Cuban exiles, centred in 
Miami and supported by the US, have escalated. The counter-revolutionaries hope to strike a 
resonance in the mass reaction that is expected to appear as a result of the in c reasingly hard 
conditions. Migrations from Cuba have been encouraged. The effectiveness of this tactic has already 
been tested during the collapse of various revisionist regimes in Eastern Europe. At the same time, 
the number of people migrating has been exaggerated and presented as a symptom of the collapse of 
Cuba. 


Cuba is resisting these attacks. The administration tends to opt for liberal "democratic" solutions and 
pursues a policy characterised by a degree of compromise and concession towards the diff iculties 
created by the US inspired isolation, embargo and provocation. However, its calls for resistance and 
for the defence of Cuba and "socialism" are being implemented by the labouring masses. This was 
illustrated by the mass demonstrations against co unter-revolutionary actions and aggressions 
encouraged by the US. The labouring masses' consistent stance of defending Cuba bolsters the line 
of resistance of the administration. 


We must support Cuba's anti-imperialist resistance to American imperialism -despite the fact that it 
involves a degree of compromise and concession. 


The present resistance of Cuba, the Cuban people and of the administrative group led by Fidel 
Castro to imperialism is not accidental or without historical basis. Nor is it coincident al. 
Furthermore, this is not the first time Cuba has appeared on the world agenda. 


THE BASIS OF CUBAN REVOLUTION AND ITS EFFECTS 


In January 1959, "a handful of men" led by Fidel Castro came down the mountains, seized the main 
towns and political power in Havana. Since then Cuba has been one of the objects of aggressive 
attention for American imperialism. It has also attracted the a ttention of revolutionaries of almost all 
countries and has consistently kept itself high on the agenda for discussion. 
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The themes of this discussion did not remain the same. They reflected this or that aspect of Cuban 
reality which had undergone various c hanges corresponding with international conditions. However, 
the debate on Cuba has continued, even though it showed signs of being conducted with less heat. 


The period when Cuba was a prominent item of discussion was a period when the country caused 
ideo logical and political splits and demarcations and directed practical revolutionary political 
attitudes and revolutionary armed struggles in many countries. In other words, this was the first 
years of the victorious Cuban revolution. This period, which end ed in the late 1960s, was the peak 
of the Cuban revolution and of its revolutionary radicalism. 


What Cuba raised for the revolutionary movements in many places of the world was the model of 
class struggle: No matter what the objective conditions were, if " a handful of men" resolved on an 
attempt at revolution and dared to sacrifice themselves for it, if they waged an armed revolutionary 
war against imperialism and oligarchy, the mountains and the people would embrace them. Thus, the 
victory could be theirs . 


Before the revolution, Cuba had stunningly appropriate objective conditions required for revolution. 
The armed struggle that was launched by a small number of revolutionaries gained the support and 
participation of the people and achieved revolution in C uba. At that time it was engulfed in a serious 
economic and political crisis. However, some have drawn a wrong conclusion from this and from the 
"armed struggle launched by a handful of people". This idea was theorised as a primary factor of the 
victory, without taking objective conditions into consideration or by simply taking them for granted. 
This was the main reason for Cuba being at the centre of discussions. 


This thesis found a significant number of supporters, not only in Latin America but also in m any 
underdeveloped countries in the world. It was acknowledged, advocated and implemented by sincere 
revolutionaries who were inspired by revolution but did not know much about Marxism. Facile and 
empirical interpretations of reality encouraged the adopti on of this thesis and helped it spread. 


One of the reasons for this was the sympathy and revolutionary enthusiasm for the newly victorious 
revolution. On the other hand, the experience of the Cuban revolution and the conditions in which it 
took place have not been studied thoroughly. The second reason, however, was the destructive, 
confusing and alienating impact of revisionism. 


It is necessary here to touch briefly on the effects of modern revisionism. In that period, modern 


mom 


revisionism, via Krushchev, wa s putting forward theses such as "peaceful co-existence", "co- 
operation with American imperialism", "struggle for reforms", "non-capitalist way", etc. Sincere 
revolutionaries were reacting against these theses that rejected revolution and revolutionary wa r and 
against the social reformist and class collaborationist attitudes of the supposedly communist parties 
which were the accomplices of Soviet revisionism and which were advocating and implementing 
these false ideas. Sincere revolutionaries were disorien tated by the revisionist offensive of 
Krushchev and these parties. They reacted against it with subjectively healthy instincts. Yet, 
objectively, they were distancing themselves from genuine Marxism. The example of Cuba 
constituted something to cling on to for these people aspiring for revolution. In this period, 
revolutionaries who began to act with revolutionary enthusiasm embraced arms in many countries to 
struggle against imperialism and fascism and tried to win the masses. However, the example did not 
repe at itself. 


In Cuba, objective conditions constituted invitation for revolution. The Cuban economy was based 
on a single product (sugar) and was tied to trade with the US in return for this commodity. In 1953, 
the US started to produce its own sugar and, as a result, decreased its import from Cuba by half. 
Through this, the production of sugar was decreased as well as the possibility of using machinery, 
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energy, food, etc. that were being imported. The economy was engulfed in a serious crisis. The 
continuall y increasing population of Cuba expanded the need for these consumption goods. 
Moreover, unemployment became chronic and rose to 20 %. 35 % of the labour force was either 
unemployed, under-employed or working for no wages. The queues were getting longer an d longer 
as a result of scarcity and excessive prices. In late 1955, the workers in the sugar sector went on 
strike as a result of the depressed economy. This strike turned into barricade wars, specifically in Las 
Villas. 


In the political field, coups, sca ndals and corruption were endemic. Batista, who seized power in a 
coup, worked behind the scenes to have "his man" elected as a president in 1944. Since Batista could 
not succeeded in doing this, Grau San Martin, an opponent, and then Prio became presiden t . They 
filled both their own pockets and those of their relatives and openly and fully co-operated with the 
US. There is an interesting example that illustrates corruption and the approach towards it in the 
period of Grau San Martin and Prio. Chiabas was t he leader of the Orthodox Party of which Fidel 
Castro was a member and candidate once. Chiabas was making a speech on the radio in which he 
wanted to reveal the bankruptcy of the education minister. However, his documents had been stolen. 
Thus, he chose a serious method of protest and committed suicide on air. 


This suicide in mid-1951 was followed by the second coup of Batista in 1952. As was the case in 
Turkey, a great majority of the people first thought of the coup-maker as a "rescuer". This was true 
from the big bourgeoisie to the sugar cane worker. 


Initially, only university students were protesting against the coup. However, Batista's corruption, 
excessive repression to ensure "order" and his failure to overcome the sugar crisis increased the 
number of his opponents. The middle class lined up against him first. 


Following the Moncado Raid in 1953, repression increased. This action was a combination of 
government coup and seizure of arms in the barracks. The raid on 26 July that named the Cuban 
revoluti on was faced with the murder of hundreds of people, many arrests and heavy terror. 


The amnesty of Fidel Castro and his friends who had been arrested was followed by the Granma 
Raid. After a short while, the Union of University students led by a catholic student attempted an 
uprising. Those who raided the presidential palace in March 1957 did not launch a revolt 
immediately. However, they pulled large numbers of the masses, mainly students, against the 
dictatorship via mass demonstrations and armed actions (mainly assassinations). 


There were two other important incidents in 1957. The react ion against the murder of Frank Pais, 
the youth leader in charge of the urban organisation of the 26 July action, turned into a general 
strike. It was a spontaneous outbreak. It took the form of barricade clashes in Santiago and spread all 
over the count ry. The second incident was the rebellion in the navy in September. The people and 
the rebels who joined those who organised 26 July temporarily seized the city of Cienfuegos. 


These incidents were encouraged by armed struggle but they also illustrated the general explosive 
situation in the country. 


In July 1958, Batista sent 40 thousand soldiers to wipe out the revolutionaries in the Sierras. 
However, 300 revolutionaries and their fight made Batista flee from the country at the end of the 
year. This also underlines the extraordinarily suitable conditions in Cuba for a revolution. 


In order to understand the Cuban revolution, one must be clear about what was specific to it. 
Without doing this it is wrong and anti-Marxist to conclude that a small number of p eople taking up 
arms with revolutionary intentions always and everywhere leads to revolution. However, it is 
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precisely this type of thesis that have been advocated for years by Fidel Castro -one of the main 
leaders of the revolution- and by the Cuban part y itself. This stance is characterised by petit 
bourgeois revolutionism. 


There was an urgent need to develop a critique of both petit bourgeois revolutionism and the 
reformist tenets of modern revisionism. However, this was not done quickly enough or prof oundly 
enough. The only work was the brochure written by comrade Enver Hoxha entitled "Revisionism 
and Adventurism Lead to Submission, Marxism-Leninism Leads to Victory" which was published in 
the 1970s. The reaction against the modern revisionist theses which rejected revolution and the 
struggle for it meant that the impact of the Cuban revolution was very great. However, what has 
been forgotten is that the revolution's victory was a result of Cuba's particular conditions. 


This influence was especially bi g and important in the backward countries of Asia, Africa and Latin 
America which were oppressed by imperialism and fascism. The Cuban revolution did not have any 
special impact on the world proletariat. This is because it did not represent an example of t he 
advance and success of the proletarian movement in particular. Given the unique conditions of Cuba, 
the world's working class could not draw general lessons from its revolution to advance their own 
struggle for freedom towards the ultimate victory. On t he other hand, the Cuban revolution 
encouraged peoples oppressed by imperialism and fascism to struggle. The strata influenced by the 
Cuban revolution were the urban petit bourgeoisie, mainly the intellectuals, the youth -especially the 
student youth- and to a certain extent the peasantry. Undoubtedly, the young revolutionaries of 
backward countries were the ones who were most inspired. In many countries, revolutionary 
movements developed taking Cuba as a model. 


What we are interested in is the effects of the Cuban revolution internally rather than externally. 


Because of the particular conditions of Cuba, revolutionary radicalism was able to put down strong 
roots in the labouring masses and their movement. The unity of the labouring masses together with 
th e radicalism of the vanguard revolutionary group made the advances possible after the 
revolutionary victory. This also facilitated anti-imperialist democratic reforms in almost every field. 
The revolutionary radicalism of the "vanguards" imported to the m a sses a will power, a 
revolutionary enthusiasm and radicalism. Through their own experience, the labouring masses saw 
that their material interests were being met thanks to the victory over imperialism and oligarchy. 
This revolutionary victory enabled many reforms to be carried out. Thus, with their revolutionary 
enthusiasm awakened, they did not only test the power of the "vanguards" but also their own. They 
learnt to trust that power. They held onto the revolution more tightly and became a force pushing i t 
forward. The original features of the Cuban revolution created conditions for the "vanguards" to 
advance the masses and vice versa. This made the Cuban revolution resilient. It had a mass 
dimension and was a serious force vis-a-vis imperialism and reaction. This is the reason for the 
strong relationship between the labouring masses and Fidel Castro as the leader of revolution. This 
bond seems almost mysterious and has so far proved its durability in the face of imperialist attacks. 
The policy of American i mperialism easily roused the peoples of Eastern Europe who were totally 
alienated from the regimes to act against their governments. However, this policy has not worked in 
Cuba so far and this is directly a result of this historical feature. Although the a dministration in 
Cuba has become bureaucratised to a certain extent and its social basis has gradually eroded, the 
relationship between the labouring masses and the revolutionary vanguards is still strong. Its survival 
despite intense pressure gives us an idea about the dimensions of this relation and just how strong it 
is. 


Thus, the main strength of Cuba's resistance to imperialist attacks has flowed from the masses' 
mobilisation during the revolution and in the following process of anti-imperialist democ ratic 
reforms. In the course of this mobilisation, a solid relationship was established between the 
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"vanguards" and the masses. This close relationship was nourished by the material gains of the 
masses. 


THE RAPROCHEMENT WITH THE USSR AND THE ANNOUNCEMENT OF 
"SOCIALISM" 


The "socialism" which was announced by Cuba was not one planned in advance. It was a necessity 
forced on the country by capitalism. It was not won by the organised proletariat and their struggle 
led by a vanguard communist party. It was a k ind of "socialism" that became necessary in the face 
of the oppression of American imperialism. It was in favour of the general interests of the people 
who were fed up with reactionary regime and who were in support of the anti imperialist democratic 
reforms of a revolutionary populist group. This group was fighting against the main enemy and its 
servants. Undoubtedly, this "socialism" was used as the name of anti imperialist liberation. This can 
also be defined as a requirement of an alliance with the USSR . The formation of this alliance was 
thought to be obligatory against the US. Socialism had a great prestige in the USSR and revisionism 
was not completely rooted yet. Another reason for the announcement of "socialism" was the rank 
and file pressure of the labouring masses which pushed anti imperialist democratic reforms to an 
extent that forced the limits of capitalism. Also, under the conditions created and facilitated by 
imperialist repression and the necessity of confronting it, revolutionary radicalis m of the vanguard 
group, with its intention for liberation and revolutionary radicalism, merged with this pressure. 


Following the October Revolution, national liberation movements emerged against imperialist 
oppression and plunder and became a component of world proletarian revolution. A front under the 
flag of socialism opened against the imperialist world . This front inevitably emerged as a basis 
unifying all movements against imperialism around a common aim. The example of the October 
Revolution influen ced oppressed peoples and national liberation movements to unite with socialism 
and the USSR, its embodiment. This spread the wind of socialism world-wide. This wind was 
boasted with the advance of socialist construction and the consolidation of its basis . Following the 
victory of the USSR in the Second World War, the influence of socialism and the USSR's position of 
uniting all anti imperialist movements around itself reached extraordinary dimensions. This victory 
proved the strength of the USSR against imp erialism and led to the spread of its international 
influence. Socialism and the USSR gained a strong prestige in the eyes of the peoples of the world, 
anti imperialist movements and revolutionaries. Progressive movements and anti imperialist actions 
coul d no longer abstain from having a close relationship with the USSR and seeming to have a 
certain socialist rhetoric. With this in mind, Nasir of Egypt, Baas Parties of Iraq and Syria, Kaddafi 
of Libya, etc. claimed to be socialist. In fact, they were the r epresentatives of bourgeois currents 
which had a certain anti imperialist attitude. The difference of Cuba from them was that the 
"vanguards" had a revolutionary radicalism and were the representatives of lower classes. They were 
also united with labouring masses on the grounds of realising their basic democratic material 
interests. \par \par Castro and his friends, as he himself stated, were not Marxist when they initiated 
the revolution. Nor did they come from a Marxist tradition. They did not understand Marxism a nd 
their relation with it was of a general influence. In 1967, Castro sincerely stated this: 


"If you are asking whether I considered myself a revolutionary when I was on the mountains, my 
answer is yes, I was a revolutionary. When it comes to whether I wa s a Marxist-Leninist, my answer 
is no. I was not a Marxist-Leninist yet. If you are asking whether I considered myself a classic 
communist, no I was not." (F. Castro is Speaking, p.23) Then he goes on: "The relationship we 
established with the USSR in 1960 advanced the conceptual maturity of the nation and of the 
revolutionary leaders." (ibid., p. 16) 


However, what they learnt in the beginning, to a certain extent with their revolutionary good will and 
sincerity, was a distorted interpretation of Marxism by revisionists. They learnt it as Marxism and 
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implemented it. When this is taken into consideratio n , one can understand what kind of socialist 
implementations they were. However, one should not ignore the fact that they forced the limits of 
capitalism through their views and actions. However, the relations with the USSR, in a way, met a 
"need". This le d to the domination of modern revisionism in the ideological sphere and the 
inevitable consequence showed itself in practise. Namely, the "vanguards", whose revolutionism was 
being whittled, were dragged after Soviet revisionism and the approach of which was approved first 
-having thought it was Marxism and socialism- and criticised later. However, they approached this 
revisionism with tolerance and put up with it. 


In this process, coupled with non-proletarian attitudes of Cuban leadership, their revolutiona ry 
features were eroded. They more and more and now deliberately accepted the revisionist ideas of the 
USSR. The more their approach and practise developed in line with bureaucratism and state 
capitalism the more they distanced themselves from revolution. Their radicalism weakened and their 
economic and political dependence on the USSR increased. Making use of the benefits of being in 
power became more attractive and as a result they arrived at their present situation. All this will be 
clearer when we take into account the characteristics of the development of Cuban revolution. 


P. Scorro Leon explains how "socialism" appeared as a "necessity" owing to the oppression of 
American imperialism as follows: "Cuban socialism came into being as a necessity to cope with the 
attacks of the US on the revolution led by Fidel Castro." (Gelenek Journal, issue:40, p. 64) 


Castro praises the position of the USSR which was welcomed by the announcement of "socialism": 
\par "We have a delegation here from the Soviet Union which showed us the true meaning of 
internationalism in practise. Despite our geographical distance the Soviet Union did not allow 
imperialism to destroy us. When we run out of oil, it sent us oil. When we were faced with the 
danger of invasion, it gave us guns . It sent us a labour force when we needed it." (Speeches at the 
CPC First Congress, We will Build Socialism, p. 103) 


The announcement of "socialism" was a "duty" in return for this "philanthropy"! "In order to protect 
themselves from the attacks of the US, they asked the help of the Soviet Union" (F. Castro is 
Speaking, p. 37) 


THE CHARACTERISTICS OF SOCIAL REFORMS 


Were there any social reforms and measures achieved by the Cuban revolution? Of course there 
were. However, most of these reforms such as fre e education and health service were possible even 
in the capitalist system. Such measures were taken from time to time either as concessions to the 
working class vis-a-vis the possibility of social revolution in advanced capitalist countries or in order 
to mobilise the labour force -through free education- in a developing country. No one should 
underestimate the reforms in these fields. What is said is not that these reforms were not a result of a 
revolutionary attitude and did not have a democratic and so cial content, but that they were possible 
to implement within the capitalist system and were initiated as an element of an anti imperialist and 
democratic platform. 


Cuba had a higher implementation of social security -unemployment benefit, pensions, etc- t han 
capitalist countries. It achieved socialisation in these fields. Whilst in the capitalist countries the 
unemployed and pensioners were getting much lower benefit than an average worker's wages, for a 
certain period, they were paid fully in Cuba. This is not a reform rejecting the capitalist system but 
forcing its limits. 


A fundamental Cuban reform or socialisation forcing the limits of capitalism is free housing. This 
can be interpreted as a question of regulation of funds and subsidies within state capitalism. 
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However, it forces the limits of classic capitalism . Capitalism constantly creates housing problem. 
The question of providing the labourers with free housing must be considered as a serious measure 
of socialisation. Undoubtedly, such measures th emselves do not make the political power 
implementing them socialist but they are still important. The first reason for such measures being 
taken in Cuba was the atmosphere created by the movement of the labouring masses. Secondly, the 
announcement of "so cialism" needed something concrete to be done. The third reason, especially 
during the first years of the revolution, was the sincere approach of the radical revolutionary cadres 
who thought that they were establishing the "socialism" of the "vanguards". This pulled them onto 
an anti capitalist platform. 


These implementations must be considered together with the revolutionary atmosphere of the post- 
revolution years when the labouring masses were extraordinarily active, enthusiastic and self- 
confident owing to the gains of the revolution. In these years, thousands of workers voluntarily 
worked overtime. The power of revolutionary enthusiasm embracing the masses is of great 
significance. The originality of the Cuban revolution is the fact that this mass mobi | isation which 
was created by objective conditions united with the revolutionary radicalism of the vanguards. 
Mobilised masses pushed the vanguards to force the limits of capitalism in the direction of their 
interests. The vanguards, on the other hand, cou 1 d not ignore the enthusiasm of the masses. The 
advance of the revolution was achieved to a certain level by the masses pushing the vanguards 
forward and vice versa. Then, owing to internal and external conditions came the period of 
stagnation and finally the period of retreat. 


Despite its serious retreats in the course of its development, it is quite natural to defend and support 
the anti imperialist and democratic gains of the Cuban revolution which forced the limits of 
capitalism to a certain extent. How ever, it is two different things to defend and support anti 
imperialist/ democratic gains and positions of the revolution and not to advocate "Cuban socialism", 
stressing the fact that it is a hallucination. Therefore, it is nonsense to think that these t wo things are 
contradictory. 


DIFFERENT STAGES OF THE RELATIONSHIP WITH THE USSR 


Cuba considered the Soviet Union as a big ally which would defend its revolution against American 
imperialism and prevent it from being smashed. Soviet Union, however, was af ter establishing its 
influence over Cuba. Moreover, it wanted to spread this influence onto other Latin American 
countries which had great sympathy towards Cuba. For this reason, Krushchev "tolerated" the 
approaches of the Cuban revolutionaries and pursue d a policy of not forcing them directly but 
imposing his revisionism on them gradually. He took great care in approaching them in a way that 
would not create any reaction to his impositions. Cuban revolutionaries, in the meantime, thought 
that they should put up with the negative consequences of their "ally" "dealing with big world 
issues". Therefore, they "tolerated" various implementations and impositions of modern revisionism. 


In the beginning, Castro pursued a policy of winning over the American and national big investors to 
a national reform programme and of ensuring a certain harmony with them. He wanted to re- 
implement this policy, even though at a lower level, following th e crisis of the Bay of Pigs and the 
"announcement of socialism". The aim was to maintain a certain level of relationship with the US. 
This was not because of the compromising attitude of the Cubans but the peaceful thesis of Soviet 
modern revisionism. The Cubans felt that they had to adapt to this policy. 


In October 1961, Raul Castro stated that they "aimed at peaceful co-existence with other countries 
and wanted to solve the problems with the US through negotiations". The US refused to do so. For 
the "vang uards" who were still at the zenith of their revolutionarism, the response was very hard. 
With the Second Declaration of Havana, they criticised the Soviet Union's line of "peaceful co- 
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existence" and "unity with the bourgeoisies of various countries" (what was important for Castro was 
the unity with the Latin American bourgeoisies). They announced their support for revolutionary 
armed struggles in Latin America. Cuba, for a long period, sincerely supported these struggles and 
strongly criticised the revisi onist parties of different countries which were opposing these struggles. 


In late 1962, the missile crisis broke out. In order to ensure its security against the US, Cuba wanted 
the USSR missiles to be situated on its territories. Having learnt this the US reacted strongly. As a 
result the missiles were withdrawn by an agreement between the US and the USSR, in which Cuba 
was not a party. During this crisis Cuba learnt in practise what sleeping with a bear meant. There 
was no Say in a relationship with a big state. Castro who was disappointed stated this: \par \par "All 
of us were for keeping the missiles in Cuba. Moreover, we have never thought that Soviet Russia 
would withdraw them. For an appropriate solution we would prefer Cuba had a say." (F. Castro is 
Speaking, p.37) 


Castro was in a serious contradiction. They had just achieved the revolution for independence but the 
"friend" was torpedoing the independence and sovereignty. However, he was feeling the necessity of 
being "tolerant", trying to find an explanation and "preserving the links despite injustice” with the 
belief that the relationship with Soviet Union could "protect" the Cuban revolution against American 
imperialism. 


Castro found the way out in escalating the support to armed struggles in Latin America. In this way 
he would ensure a balance of power to a certain extent. The 1960s passed with efforts to escalate 
guerrilla struggles by supporting them. However, those who were supported such as Douglos Bravo 
in Venezuela, Camillo Tores in Colombia, Hugo Blanco in Peru, Turcios Lima in Guatemala, etc. 
were defeated one after another. Che was killed in Bolivia. 


Something interesting took place between the Communist Party of Venezuela and Ca stro. While the 
CPV stepped back to a rightist position which proposed stopping guerrilla struggle and participating 
in elections, Bravo who was a member of the Central Committee carried on the struggle and he was 
openly supported by Castro. The CPV accus ed Castro of interfering in the internal affairs of 
Venezuela and of seeing himself as a leader of the revolution in Latin America. They also 
complained to the CPSU about Castro. At the OLAS Conference Castro heavily insulted the pro- 
Soviet CPV and accused it of treachery and of supporting the Venezuelan oligarchy. 


However, the relationship with the USSR remained strong. Consciously or unconsciously, willingly 
or unwillingly the Cubans submitted to continuing the march in the way they once started. 


The revolution in Cuba had mobilised idle capacity. In the period 1959-62 ten factories were built 
and a rapid industrialisation began. However, this policy of industrialisation ended in 1964. Instead, 
the emphasis was placed on sugar production and agriculture in general. It is not wrong to say that 
the main reason for this was the Soviet revisionism's policy to make this country economically 
dependent. Moreover, Castro himself also began to defend this policy. 


Undoubtedly, it is not possible to deny the division of labour between states, regions or sectors in the 
context of genuine organisations, federations or unions between socialist countries. However, these 
kinds of relationships should not have gone ahead with closed eyes when Brejnev's revisionist thesis 
o f "international division of labour" was the case or when the example of missile crisis was taken 
into consideration. Furthermore, socialism cannot be built on an agricultural base. However, Castro 
accepted being a sugar cane cutter and the leader of a sug ar exporting country to the USSR. 


Afterwards, liberal economic measures and reforms of the modern revisionists were implemented. 
Among these measures were the giving of autonomy to enterprises, the increase of managers' 
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personal responsibility, the regulat ion of production methods to increase production, the 
implementation of the concept of "earnings" to conceal the concept of "profit", the fight against 
getting away from working in order to restore the work discipline which was lost after voluntary 
overti m e that was withering away, the re-establishment of the wage system, the increase of wage 
differentials which was opposite to the previously well-defended tendency of equalising wages, the 
implementation of a premium system, etc. These were the landmarks w hich put Cuba under the 
hegemony of Soviet modern revisionism. Later, in 1972, Cuba joined COMECON, the institution for 
economic co-operation between revisionist countries. 


Cuba's attitude towards the guerrilla movement in Latin America also changed in this period. When 
armed struggles were defeated in almost all countries, Cuba did not gain anything -as opposed to its 
expectation- from its support for guerrilla movements. In line with international politics of the 
USSR, Cuba made a shift from supporting ar med struggles to the policy of rapprochement with 
Latin American regimes. 


Castro was subjected to an insulting criticism by D. Bravo who, when he was supported by Castro, 
led the accusations of the Communist Party of Venezuela of being rightist and of co-op erating with 
the Venezuelan oligarchy. Bravo accused Castro of giving up supporting the Latin American 
revolutionaries and thus leaving them in lurch. This is because when Castro visited Salvador Allende 
who was elected President in Chile, he said in his speech that he believed peaceful transitions were 
possible. He began to pursue a more "logical" line and a rapprochement with the Latin American 
oligarchies and communist patties. 


Cuba continued to show its international solidarity with various movements. However, as was the 
case in Angola, this took the form of being an instrument for inter-imperialist conflicts by siding 
with the policies of Soviet revisionists. 


THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOCIALISM AND ANTI-IMPERIALISM 


There is no doubt that Cuba, since the preparation years for revolution, was for the struggle against 
imperialism. The "vanguards" who were united with the labouring masses (this unity developed in 
the struggle against imperialism and reactionary forces) had to face a conflict with US imperial ism 
which was a giant enemy 90 miles away. Cuba's rapprochement with the USSR against the US and 
its consequences constituted the chief factor against the revolution. This was a fundamental 
disadvantage of the Cuban revolution. 


The second disadvantage was the fact that despite their close links with the labouring masses, the 
"vanguards" were not Marxist-Leninist. Neither were they close to the proletariat nor did the 
revolution take place as an action of the organised proletariat. 


Undoubtedly, the revolutionary proletariat is the most consistent class in the struggle against 
imperialism. It is also true that an anti-imperialist struggle can be victorious if it head towards 
socialism, uniting with the socialist action of the proletariat. A national and democratic revolution 
which does not head towards uninterrupted socialism will stumble and be faced with many 
problems. If the transition to socialism is not achieved, it is inevitable that the links with the 
labouring masses which wer e established during the anti-imperialist revolution will be lost. This is 
because an anti-imperialist revolution will not put an end to but subdue class differences. However, a 
revolution will orientate towards socialism, consolidating the links with the labouring masses and 
advancing by realising all their material interests. This will lead to a conflict between on the one 
hand workers, including the petit bourgeoisie, and on the other hand all the property owning classes, 
but also to the closest relation s with the labouring masses. The other possibility is that the gains will 
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be lost gradually, the non-labouring classes and their interests will become dominant over the 
labourers and their interests, and finally there will be retreat from revolution. 


The determinants here are the organised struggle of the proletariat and whether Marxism-Leninism 
will fulfil its function as a guide to action. 


Secondly, the struggle against imperialism cannot be reduced to a struggle against aggression of one 
or more imperialist countries which constitute the nearest threat. If the struggle against imperialism 
as a whole, namely against international capital in general, is underestimated, it is likely that it will 
lead, as in the case of Cuba, which was impotent against the US SR and its aims, to dependent 
relations with another imperialist power, while fighting against one. Thus, revolution will again be 
under threat. Cuba was faced with such a situation in the course of its relationship with the USSR, 
which it thought to be Ma rxist-Leninist and socialist. Cuba both lost its independence to an 
important extent and encountered difficulties vis-a-vis US imperialism, its traditional enemy. The 
main difficulty was that when it lost its "allies" as a result of the collapse of revisio nism, it was 
alone against the US and without an economy which could stand on its own feet. This constitute a 
big disadvantage in terms of the dynamics of its resistance against US imperialism. 


The reason why Cuba could not advance towards socialism lie in the historical development of the 
revolution, which also constitutes the basis for the difficult situation that the country is currently 
facing. In other words, it is because of the non-proletarian, petit bourgeois nature of the 
revolutionary radicalism of the "vanguards", the "socialism" declared by them and the 
rapprochement with Soviet modern revisionism. 


"VANGUARDS" AND "SOCIALISM" 
It is necessary here to outline Cuba's stance to "proletarian socialism". 


As Castro mentioned many times at the beginning of the revolutionary movement in Cuba, the 
vanguards of Cuba were not Marxist-Leninist and they declared their brand of Marxism-Leninism 
later. What can be said about this? 


As a matter of fact any leadership can develop and change itself in the course of struggle. This is 
possible but their transformation must prove itself in theory and action. \par If the point is the 
process of becoming Marxist what are the requirements of this? First of all, Marxist ideology and 
doctrine argues that Marxism belongs to th e working class, and it is not only the philosophy of the 
working class but also the guide which instructs the class in its struggle. 


For Marxism and Marxists the vanguard of revolution and socialism is not a handful of avant- 
gardists who devote themselve s to revolution but the proletariat itself as a class. Only those who 
understand this perfectly at every stage of their action can be considered as true Marxists. However, 
in Cuba the "vanguard" has never been the working class either ideologically and po litically or 
organisationally. The "revolutionaries" did not stand for the organised proletariat and the 
"revolution" did not rely on the working class and the masses before and after the victory. 


Before the revolution, the proletariat was not organised. I t could not join the revolution as an 
organised class, neither could it be the main base for it. In the same way, the "Communist Party" 
which was founded after the revolution could not go further than becoming the party of the 
"vanguards". Nor could the p ower be transfered from the power of the "vanguards" into the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 
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How could the workers have materialised their control and power without the basic necessities such 
as Soviets or workers' councils, since these are the key means of their power? It was not possible. As 
a result, the power has always been in the hands of the vanguards of the 26 July Movement and left 
to their goodwill. 


A dictatorship of the proletariat which is not based on the organised proletariat, its mass movement 
and its organisations of power cannot even be imagined. 


With their populist ideas Fidelists were oriented towards the labourers whom they claimed to be 
representing. In fact, they have done a considerable amount of things for them. However, neither th e 
workers nor the labouring peasants were in power through their own organisations. The power was 
in the hands of the "vanguards" who were protecting the interests of the labourers through their 
radical approaches, but who were unable to conceal the inevi table inconsistencies of the petit 
bourgeoisie and who, from time to time, implemented policies clashing with the interests of the 
people. 


In December 1975 when Castro made his closing speech at the first general Congress of the 
Communist Party of Cuba, he explained that the majority of the party militants -which must have 
been a considerable number- were not from the working class or peasantry. Their claims of Marxism 
without carrying out its basic requirements created a lot of trouble for the Cuban revol utionaries. 
This was inevitable because the line of the "vanguards" or the Party has never been the line of the 
proletariat. 


Revolutionaries and the "vanguards" were always thought to be responsible for "making decisions" 
and "actions". People would be con sulted, their views would be taken into consideration when 
fundamental decisions were to be taken. However, "wherever the revolutionaries do not fulfil their 
duties they will be responsible before the people and history will hold them accountable. Because it 
is those who must make decisions and actions". (27 July 1967- from Havana speeches) \par \par In a 
country, no matter how well a government establishes a close relationship with the masses, 
influences them and gains their admiration as is seen in the Castro case , if this relationship is based 
on goodwill and spontaneity rather than having a class base and an organisational base, the 
"vanguards" will inevitably be influenced by the idea that being in power on behalf of the labouring 
masses and having some privileges is their right, and this will lead to bureaucratism. The 
revolutionaries of Cuba could not avoid this, no matter how much they desired. 


In their writings and speeches, Cuban revolutionaries, mainly Castro, quote from Jose MARTI, who 
was a Latin American nationalist in the 19th century and who fought for the liberation of Cuba, 
rather than Marx and the other classics of Mar xism. It would not be wrong to say that Jose MARTI 
had a great influence on the idea of the liberation of Cuba and that Castro and his friends marched 
after his ideas. \par Castro and his friends continued the mistakes of equating socialism with the 
aspiration towards equality and freedom. " The necessary conditions for the development of 
democracy which is based on liberation, equality, and brotherhood only exist in a commu nist 
society." (We Will Build Socialism, F. Castro) 


For Marxists it is clear that in a communist society democracy will have no meaning and thus no 
longer be valid. This is because it is a class concept. When classes are eliminated democracy cannot 
exit. Nor can it be based on the bourgeois concepts of equality, freedom and brotherhood. For 
communism, these concepts can only have agitational meaning. What is important is not the 
elimination of class inequalities and the privileges but the classes themselves. 


The praise of the concepts of equality, freedom and brotherhood and aiming for these concepts in the 
name of socialism coincides with populist and nationalist approaches. This approach believes that 
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the driving force of history is not class struggle, and that those who will build socialism and 
communism are not the proletariat but "the lab ourers and the nation" following the "vanguards". It 
considers that social revolution originates from "the misery and desperation of the popular masses", 
not from the antagonistic contradictions of capitalism. Instead of the contradictions between the pro 
letariat and the bourgeoisie, it tends to highlight the contradiction between imperialism and 
underdeveloped countries. \par Additionally, Castro does not see the contradiction between the 
bourgeoisie and the proletariat which brands this epoch as that of proletarian revolutions. He argues 
that the basic contradiction is between the imperialists (specifically American imperialism) and the 
nations. This approach can be noticed in all his works and speeches. For him the target is not 
international capital. Thus, power relations are dealt with accordingly and the working class is not 
mobilised with a class based approach. He reduces the struggle of Cuba as well as that of other 
"exploited countries" to a struggle for independence from the US. 


There is no doubt that the exploited nations of the world are suffering because of American 
imperialism and they are fighting against it. Nevertheless, the struggle that will shape the futur e 
world cannot be satisfied with abstract concepts of poverty without targeting the bourgeoisie and 
without the proletariat leading this struggle. Otherwise, it would be a nationalist populism. 


Castro's "Marxism" is not shaped as guide to action or philosop hy of the proletariat. Thus, it is not 
genuine Marxism. Nor is his "socialism" proletarian socialism. It is populist and petit bourgeois 
socialism. Castro's ideas expressing the poverty of the people do not have anything to do with 
proletarian socialism. He ignores the historical role of the proletariat, the grave digger of capitalism, 
and the only class that can overthrow capitalism since it has the discipline and ability to organise and 
fight. \par In addition to this populist approach of the Cubans in domesti c issues, their international 
politics are based on nationalism. Cuba which once supported the guerrilla movements in Latin 
America began to have a rapprochement with the Latin American countries -which it used to 
condemn as oligarchies- after having deve loped relationships with the USSR. Castro also led the 
"non-aligned countries" with Tito whom he once condemned as a traitor and an agent of 
imperialism. The idea of "unity with the Third World countries" was defended as was expressed at 
the Fourth Congress of the Communist Party of Cuba in 1992. 


To conclude, Cuba had no policies and practices relevant to proletarian socialism during and after 
the revolution. This makes clear why Marxist-Leninists do not agree with this so-called "socialism" 
which is not p roletarian or Marxist-Leninist. No one should expect or want revolutionary 
communists to defend and support the non-Marxist-Leninist line and non-proletarian socialism of 
Cuba. 


However, another aspect of this question is the fact that Cuba resisted American imperialism -even 
though this resistance took a step back and compromised to a certain extent after the collapse of the 
USSR. It did not submit to the American "New World Order". Thus, Cuba is worthy of the support 
of communists, the world proletariat and all oppressed peoples and the people standing for 
democracy and liberty. Cuba must be defended as long as it continues to resist imperialism. 


CONCLUSION 


To conclude, Cuba is not a socialist country and has never become one. However, this is not an o 
bstacle to defending Cuba as long as it continues to resist imperialism and defends its anti- 
imperialist and democratic gains. We must not forget Lenin's support for fundamentalist Afghan 
leaders and his aid to Kemal Ataturk against British imperialism. F u rthermore, Castro can not be 
identified with either Emanuel Khan or Mustafa Kemal. Nor is there any resemblance between Cuba 
and Turkey or Afghanistan. Cuba has been in a more anti-imperialist and more democratic position. 
Although it has taken a step bac k through reconciliation, it is this position that it is trying to defend. 
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Cuba still has the dynamics and the possibility of resisting imperialism. One of the most important 
dynamics is the fact that the "vanguards" still have some revolutionary traditions. Besides, as was 
proved once by the demonstration of over half a million people in defence of the revolution, the 
leadership has links with the labouring masses who are still mobilised and who have not lost their 
anti-imperialist stance and enthusiasm yet. 


On the other hand, there are some factors which limits the possibilities of Cuba's resistance against 
imperialism. Among them are Cuba's single economy, its lack of political allies, eroded 
revolutionary enthusiasm caused by its relationship with the ex-USSR, and tolerance to the 
impositions of the "allies" which causes dependency and lack of confidence in its own strength. 


Dependency caused by insistence of the ex-allies in the part and it may continue in the future as well 
is considered as "showing understanding" and "being receptive". These negative effects underline 
limits and restrictions for resistance. 


It is all the workers' and oppressed people's desire that Cuba's anti-imperialist resistance continues, 
become stronger and results in a victory . Undoubtedly, communists are the most consistent 
defenders of this anti-imperialist resistance. 
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